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1. FPif

BREL X, IREYDSE £ L WEREA (phenotype) 2787 & 912, ZDEMETH (genotype)
FWRTZIETHD, BRI, BETHEREMOBGREICOWTHEREL, 2nEEHT
5L, HDHVIIZD-ODOBE - HiEZHRET 2#MTHTH L, bo b, BETOFEDL
RIS LD b@EpICEDP S, B L V) HAIZEBRALEN (phenotypic selection) & L THF
L7, Thbb, B LHEYCKED ) b, EHNMEEZ L OMEZEKRL, 29 T
BREWIKT 22 ik D, NBUITAEAEY 2 BIGHE L 72/EY) - RENEWB L TEXL,

ST L KB OBIEME 2 L L. BB 28 E o2l L RER 2o BR1E
% S0 3 2 HER AR 1E, BINEEY: (quantitative genetics) 12 & - T, ZiNAE
FEDEE% 7 L 7= (Falconer and Mackay, 1996), EREIEZETIX, A ¥ TILDEGZH] %2 £H-]
(population) &9 L~IVICHRRT % & &b, REMMBLE D, $IRO/NS ZEE I L -
THELEN S Z & 2{RET 5 (infinitesimal model), Z#ic Xk O MR Xk 2 RERI OFHE
BIMRLEIR O AIRICEE 2 @ BINELE0 TR & 72 5, EIVEE X, Henderson I X D AT S 1L
TRAE TOVICHED CHEHIHER (Henderson, 1984) (fEUD &, LD bUIEMHEHZXZ 5
MRS & e o 7,

WolX), MPBERIECCERZ 2 A CREZZRT L, 3. (FYWHE T L oBEENRECTE
MEEEZ L 72, A OFHEESHHYE I N, MEEEY cEICH v 6 s EELERES. B
TEEEYICRICH W 6 3 BfiEKE 2 £, N2 BRI SN EREI N Two 7

(Brown and Caligari, 2013), 21513, 1 MORKETELEOFEF2Fo N2 2 &, HIHDHRE
AFHIC X o CEEBMICHE 2 k2 2 8B o s 2 &, Bk 2lE0RMRAESRER Z &
7 E, BEE AR SRR RV E 2 B IChR S N b DR L Wz 5,

SoICHVBREICKE L EL2 5.2 7-013 DNA v — 75 — & QTL (BVi&EE 1 : quantitative
trait loci) @M < = — 2 —3#H (marker assisted selection) T&% % (Mauricio, 2001),
QTL f##rid, DNA v — 7 — DR (= —2 —#{EZ 18 ; marker genotype) & ZHR DR
MEHFete T VI EMET 5 2 L, REIICEE T 2 852 R T 2@ TFikch 3,
QTL f#fric k> T, % DNA v— 2 —2'HIWEE Z I T % QTL L EfH L Tw»a 2 &l
b, MOMREED Y —h —BEFHEZHHNS 2 LT, REMZEMNET L EETHZ
WRTEIENTE S,

WolEXH ., 7/ v 7 FHl (genomic prediction; Meuwissen et al., 2001) &, 7/ & EICHE
EI 17 DNA v~ — A —#{E Mz THe T, BErFREZFHT 2 Pl T V2R 2,
W Z 12, QTL %8 H 254121, s QTL OB LMo muiE o~ — 7 —&IE T
Bz REZ R 2fate T V038605, 7/ 2y 7 Pl e GER - T{ikz
19 BMEEIEY 7 3 v 78k (genomic selection) &M NS, ~—h—EkL sy I v /&
$lx & HIZDNA v — A — 2 H W ia@EiRiETH 203, v —h —iEHRDY QTL & E8H$ 5 %D DNA
2= A= HOIERIETH DI L, 7/ Sy Z7ERIZBED T — I oREIN, &
DNA v —# — 2O Pl T V2 v 238IKIETH 5,



72y 7 PHIBREIN T 6 RSB T 2 ELRELER. 7/ 2y 7 PO AREZR DD,
EW) ZETHo7, DNA v —A = GEETHEZ PHIT 2880 FHIE T VBREIN, &
DX FPHETARECTHREEZFHETE 2000 Ha 315 (e.g. Heslot et al., 2012)
EEHIT, BTV 2255 DNA = — 7 —OFEESLEEIC & 2 PIHNEE D)
FGEX 7z (Crossa et al., 2013; Hickey et al., 2014), F£7-. EF—#IHEIWERIX. £ %

(Onogi et al., 2014; Spindel et al., 2015) . 22 & ¥ (Crossa et al., 2010; Heffner et al., 2011)
FvEway (Zhaoetal., 2012) &2 EDOFEELBYICIR S $, 7 > ¥ 4 (Wirschum et al., 2013)
PEY N (Yabe et al., 2018) L wo71E¥). F7-. Bt (Kumar et al., 2012; Minamikawa
etal., 2017). #AK (Grattapaglia et al., 2018), t= F (Yamamoto et al., 2016) 7% £ TH1T
biTws, X512, KEDOHALERTIE 2008 FE» 577/ I v 7i&RDFEHIL I 1, 2015 %
TOfE T — 712 X 2HEED 2 S - (Garcia-Ruiz et al., 2016), HEFO#ETIL, EERHMK L
WRVBHEETH > 7 EE 2T, 7/ 2y 7PN K > TER D 7 H ORI DEINIC T
L2 EZRTHDTHoRBETH T/ 2y 7 PHNCE T 24 ORGEE - SEEEIE X725,
INEFTDLL OWEHREIX. 7/ 2y 7 PHIDIRIA AV - IWE IS 268012 50 R
T5H5DTH 5,

[/

77 2y 7 PHloGHESHER I NI O T, Bl - FIE RIS BB, 7/ v o ¥
HDFEEDIERHICB I 2 BN EBED I LD, 7/ 2y 7 FHllEH  FCEEFHRMEEZ THI
TT% EEICTER W, Lo T, 7/ Iy 7ERZBMEL LUEZT 2720121k, ED kY

FHTTPME TV ZWET 2, PHITTVICHDZ ED L ) ITE#EEK - REEZITH) D, L
o:~@®%E&%;%ﬁ%#®hﬁ%5i%%%#%%oﬁi@%@%l%ﬁ%(Rmmﬁm
al., 2012; Akdemir et al., 2015; Isidro et al., 2015; Rincent et al., 2017a) <25k D i
iz B9 $ 2 W98 (Daetwyler et al., 2015; Akdemir and Sanchez, 2016; Lehermeier et al., 2017;
Han et al., 2017; Miiller et al., 2018) &, > 3 2L —3 a3 VO RELOB L2 L T2
NoDHBEIMH ML DO TH 2, KwXDFE2FTIE, 7/ Iy 7 FHlIcHV s 2 REWZ
MATE TS OWTIHERT 5 & &b, PHIKEICEEZKIETHRTFICBET2AREE LD,
I, 7/ 2y 7BKROBRGEICEET 2 TR IO W T, —EBIBERIE R O & O TR L
77

KRS, 77 29 7 FINCHED CHIEAPRIL - WOB(LT 3 2 & 2 HI E L7 4 > 0%
SHRE NG, H3HEH5ETH, TREN, IMERREILCBT 3 FRTFEOIES L O
BEfr FHEOIERE (Tof, $h, HATTRY /v 7 PRICEY B 5Bk & R L 72,
56 Tk, RO RIS IR A 2 TS F L ORI T o 72,

%3 #TlE, BEHI2EE (active learning; Settles, 2009) & 4 2 Hbka:5 0 BF CRAFE E 7z
Fikz, ﬁ}”fﬁﬁ%.ﬂiﬁﬂﬁ SIS U7, fERDFIIMEMm#E I, IBRAE T VICHE DI CRIRICED
B TAEZ PHIT 2 2 EHifEE LbDThodd, AL Cldl & A CEE LS iﬁf"ﬂ%ﬁ
otz 4DODETFT—FETOORBT—ZICk DS I aL— arzifvn, REaEEE ok
AN RE{LOBIMEZ R L 72,

FATETIE, 7/ Iy 7 PHIZHOCTEROEBLRERRE» S EHSHEA IV —=v 7T 5



RILZEME L 72, ME SN2 RDL% black-box feilflE & f5 X2 1F, XA RiRi#{l (Bayesian
optimization; Mockus, 1994) &WHEN 2@ L7 LTV XL 2)IEHT 5 2 &T, FHIONHESHE
ME2ER L7, X DARNEREZIRE L., REINLBEEOAEMLLZ, 420ET—4IC
HOLyIalL—ravick>Trn L7,

95 ETIEEOIENOREL 2> 7228, T CREEERBICE T 2mEz HEE L
7o DFD, EORMARRE LTI T =7 £ 320, I THL, EOBREITEDRN 2 HEE
LCHT =% L3220, &) SRERETY A v omsic i A 72, BEEOIBENR
WL FEE2 SRE T — 5 OfrcHeon g7 /) 2y 7 PHlE T OUVANBEUNCIRERET 2 £ &b,
4ODET =¥ #HOTIHliZ {7725 7%, ZOKE, EETREOBREEFMHEB (EEMIiE, Y4
FEBHNEH LA, BEMOBELM) 160 TREARSEBEEREDO 74 v 238k 5 2
EBRENT,

FORTIX, BATHOTHREE L W), INFTIRIBEAETHSN T I Lo RETY
HE TV DK EIT> 7, & ERAEMAGOED» AL 2BMERETREOTHEZ PHITS2 2 &
EOGEERFEDNES T 2 2y 7 Pl L B OREIEIED S { THETH 5, L72D3> T,
RESINRECIEELZHCTY /) 2y 7@ EZ2 32T 256100, DHZEEXFHITCE S
Mmate T vz etz s v, (KT = 2O E D, 7/ 2 v 7 FHICEHER
WCHWB SN RA XY » PEYEH, JEEFINICE W TIILT LOENLZETLTIER W L2
ST L7,

RIBICEH 7THETAMARDORIEZITI L & bic, 7/ Iy 7 PHNCED { BRYPITADHED R E
FFIEE I O TERER L 72,



2. 77 v 7 PO

77 2y 7 PHORER L BEEN 7 TOVL L, 2001 41 Meuwissen 612 K > TREI N
7z (Meuwissen et al., 2001), ZN»55HICES T, L DETIVLFEBREINS L &
bz, B - JSHOMMIC B VT, HRA LUEHRESEAIGER I N TE L, AETIE, 1ZU
DT ) Iy 7 FHIONREN T MMETEICOWTEHHT 52, R\, FHIKEICHET 24
T (NRIFEDBEHES DNA v —H—DOFER L) ICOWTHRE L 7Tt 8ld 2, 2
DI, KX & DD RO TH 2 SN RE L & BHEIEORELIC DO WTRRHL
CEHT 2, %20 C b AIEMEBGEIIZANT & OBEIFE -, BlE R 2 TSI d
%, I, BEOHWNEEDN S 5546 CEEMICHET 5 2 L3R I N2 EEDOIFE Z 5
B6e, BT - BRERSAEHZEIET 256) O T Mo THiRICHERT %,

DUT TR Ch IS U CEm Xz 5 HT 2203, %< OfEifrt5#%127% % review i &
BREZ, 22 THOHPUDIEL TE L, £7., BWEESOEEIZICOWTid (Falconer
and Mackay, 1996) 2MEN7-#ERIETH 5, 2-1 fficERIN 2 ETIMLTHEDS L 1Z (de los
Campos et al., 2013b) % (Gianola, 2013) THRHIN T\ 5%, HADEHZE D, HELXA
A B 5 BRI (Bishop, 2006) ICIZIFETHES TV, &, BATTIL (B
wR) 1B L Tix (Gianola and Sorensen, 2002) Thi&d CEElICERmINT WS, £/, 2-2
Tl¥ (Desta and Ortiz, 2014) O review g X2 #FEDSEIZ L7z, 7. (Crossaetal., 2017)
TlE, FHSGEE TR EREDO R AAEHICEET 2 €7 MRIZEEL {filtli>>, 7/ v 7 FHNCE
T2 FIEMZERICHA Z A L Tw 5,

2-1. REWN L' T UALTIE
2-1-1. v—7—BEFHOEI L BIERFAICE T 5 IR

77 2y 7 PINCET AEIHEE x LINELER y 1, 2B ERBEETH 5, IS
BERTH 5 FRBIUEIZEREBRD Z L b, JHFODEIERTH-0, ATV HILERK
TH-71DT 5, 7L, U TIRFHICHIS 2 WIR D EFRERTH S T2, ATk, 3#
TORISELEHD MEEBTH 25052k, hTldeCHEEZROLEEZT)

TP ZOBEZ I B W TR b 2 D3 2 ®EE T (bi-allelic gene) D& HICH
5, 0FD, HLEETIZ2EYDREA, BLIZRODEKRKET S, 7/ v 7 FHICE W T
RIFIZ Vs 5 415 bi-allelic 7 SNP (Single Nucleotide Polymorphism; —#ifE% M) < —75 —
BFRS, [k 2 oDREOAZ SO, DUT TR, biallelic 2B FRHOMFIELE, 20
BRI O W EIRR 2,

EVDT ) KMF—RIC 4580 DR SHER E B 2 A OIS R I NS, Wk, H
BN 4 ) OEIED 9 L 25 ) DIEFL T CHER E 115 bi-allelic k&2 £ 2%, 2D
., 2HEh IR A B LEHTE%5IE, ZOHABDETHS SNP v —h —EETHIZ



{AA, AB, BB} &\ 3D CEHibTE 3,

H% SNP D 33D DIREE {AA, AB, BB} ICIZEEBDOEBENE Z 5303, TIEBFN 7 fF
WERDICT 570, SNP 3R KT TR Z IR R & BERICoE T 5, LMD L)
2. % SNP D 3 ODIRREICK L ¢, MR ERZ 270D~ —h —EETH x %

x, € {—1,0,+1} = {AA, AB, BB} 2.1)

EED, BUMREZRZ 2700 x, %
x, € {0,1,0} = {AA, AB, BB} (2.2)

EEDD I ETIIUIEIHTE S, B, YRELS 1 DOETEIE D x, =0 22D x4 =
0 2tk aZtiikw, 20X, HHLTOAEMIZEBEWT, DLTO & 9 IcEBHATEZ 85
TROCRT 2 2 L2 E 2 5,

y=a'x,+d-x;+e (2.3)

22T, RBMMEE y, Mo e x, B W, BREMRICE 2582 ¢ LRI L T, 2DLERT
SNBNEHRE e BL UV d 13, 2 DEETHZRFOHEEOEETHEZED S, Thbb, Ei5
T AA % DR DL FEIZ—a TH Y, BIE Y AB 2 & Dkl s FAEIR d TH
. s BB 2 b DR DBIE L o L5, PLAE I ZRIKBTIRS 505, Kifi
XOHPHTIE, REUED ) LBIGIICE £ 2 E2 85 FIEEEZTELILA R,

e, HHWABWERYETERINS NEEG FEBRONEERIE, (X, LT X )iz, Hmwy
REEBETRHORHEOAIZ L >THYF L2 L EDPYFRE o« TH D, EXOBEFRE L 38R 3,

y=ptoa-x,+e (2.4)

72, ZobERic BT 2 A p B FRUEO SN EMEEN S, #1213, EE T AA, AB,
BB DR DLEMNTOREED p°, 2pq, ¢ TH S £ Z, BETHEOENEE u=alp—q) +
2dpq TH Y, BETEROFENEE a=a+dp—q) THD, ZDLIH I, BETEROF
BEhRix, 7Y NVBEE L W) EHOMWEIKFET 28 TH %,

WL 2 SENDE G R BAEE I B\ TIE, DNA BSD &8 5 78 x, x, % EERICHERT %
ZtiMEINTES Y., HAEMICH L CEYIZERET) Z L iIcko CEBEMAREL, 2
DRBIR & BRI 2 G0 & BE TEHR ORI 2 ME T 5 2 & 7% EDS e e 72 & 41
EINTVD, Lo T, R(2.4)TERI NS EMFH0EE FELROEEHRE ol
ik 5 LD TH B, BED Y —r v A E v, F4 ik SNP < —h — s 1
BEEICHERT2IENTES:0, BT LRI FZbanE I wEEILNS, L
DLBEDNS, 77 Iy 7 PHDE L OWFRICEWTIIMKA L LTRRAHZMHEEET 2 1%
WV, BIVEEZATH D OEBIN TV A ORI, HIl IEEBIRNEED LAk oK &



/RS BB R, TIEE FEROFEIRIR 2 H o2 Mimc—HOERH 52 L D
MDD 1>2THA9,

AL Td, LT TIER(2.4)I1C & o TEE I N2 8B TEIROEERIR 2 B H WGl 2
B3, B EMHICT 2720, TNLIETIE SNP < — 7 — QMY 208 5 78 x, 2 B x &8¢
Zrict s, T, MRERNICK > GEHRE SN 2 BEFRHORIRMRE o 2, HIZe—Ah —%) R LI
RZEIKT 3, 6, BETHEE W) HEZ, HNABREEFOERICESbNT, &
BIRUE % 85 TRUEIC X o THEHICE T UL L 2 £ &, BEMICIRE 2MEZEL THWS, C
NHIEFVLTNG, 7 Iy 7 FHICE T 2 EMEOBEIICE> b DTHh B,

2-1-2. =—7—nlJq

77 574 P SNP < — A —fRAE & RBIHE L OB Z#YNICET VLT 2 82k D,
SNP v — 7 —EE T2 o lEOEE T REZH#E - YT 2 2 AR EEZ NS, A
DRNRETZHEWT ) APICIESE OGRS PEET S 2 L6, Rk ETHICREI N
72 SNP = — 1 — O —FBIFREIN % LR 2 8 {Z FIE O IMIET 5 2 L3 fF S L 5, Jetaffk
LTI DLEIC S AIERIGEE L CFIcinb 2ERIE . LA ->T, HEOBEBETFHEE 2Dk
f#12% % SNP v — A —DBE R, EFNTROHBIZ RS> 2 LI NS, 2o kI k2
DD SNP (& % WIEET) MOBIRZEEHA A (linkage disequilibrium) & WS, &E, 2
D@D SNP 2387 2 Jutaffk BICHAE L, EEFRICHEID 2 WA 1 ESEHE OBIRICH 2 & W
B, Thbb, 7/ Iy 7V, WEEZXET 2 BB FRE LEHBAR P OBIRICH 5 SNP
v —A—ZHOTREMZPHT 2 HELZE 0 T ERTES (2L 2-2-1 fiicidRs X9,
ZOFINIEEITIZIEL £ Z2\),

WELF I I TFHIONGRE D MBZFHICOWT, 2T N EEORBREZ L 722 & §
%, BB M AN ORNERIZAHBTHZZ E2H 00U 0EMLTEL, FHILWwM
FRD—IZDWT 1 ERTOREE L TR ZBGEICIEIMS>SNTH S (H D0k, EEE
HRORBAEDONEHWEL T 2T T VEEICHC GO AETH ) L, EEEE ORI %
HEL7EAICIEIM<NIZRZRD I S, 7B, AUERHKIZFAL v—h —BE7THZEO-0, EE
THMEIRR R @O0 THB, TDEE, NXRIGORBAXRY L E y, M RIGOHE
BEFRER 7 b V% u, NRIGOEERY b Lk e, HEREY (Ah5—) #ptTzl

y=1p+Zu+e (2.5)

EVI)ETNEEZDLIENTE S, BE.FHICHSLVIRY X7 PLVEHERT7 FrET 5,
CIT 1B IRTOEEN 1 THL NRILRY PV THY, A Z 13y & u DEFEOX)IGZFE
YRHETTSICH %,

IHIT, 7/ Ty 7 PIITIE R ZBEECRE 70 v 7 TRl S LR BEZ ) T & o3
ThHb, 22T, ) LEBRESRZEEL %



y=1p+XB+Zu+e (2.6)

V) APEERICHWe NS, 22T, pIRERESIRDORZ ML THS, [TIX 13y & B DE
FOXILE L TFHTIITH 2, BIENRORY MVIZLRIGTH B T2, B, [THX DH
FiEF~—AH—BETE x TIIEWVLI EITHEEY X,

77 2y 2 PIITIE, BREGIROME L IZEHEB N LREE M LD b <L BRESIR g I3
HEETTRE R R BRI L EZ 2 LD INTH D, oIF ), Jeab ol b B8 M IZEEE N &
FL»ZNLD LI EPMEIND 7O, BETIE o 1306 D5 MIHE ) ZEEE L L
TETMEENG, 2D L E AC.O)IEHBEIR EZBNROM G %2 &L 7- 0 JBREE 7V (mixed
model) EFEENS,

BRAEDS T X T ORI U THSZIC A —DIER I ) 2 E2IRET 5 &, IRAET VDL
FEiZ, S 1p+ XB + Zu, THEEDEAT 102 2RO S LRIERIAT

p(ylwu,B,02) = N(y|1p + XB + Zu, Io3) 2.7)

L%, 22T, HIFHMATHICH D, o BHEESTH D, DAT, BALTHIIEZ ORI X &
TI EET 2, RouEHHT 2 08 EDNE OEAICIA TICHRTTRLT 5, BAEsi (B&
O, BIBT 2 ~— A —FROyERBESE) 3R AERHIRM Xk (REML; REstricted
Maximum Likelihood) 2 & 2H#EEMTHIE Z b H 2D, FHioMERH L Tho T X —
& LEFRRICRA ZHEET 2 2 LD LIFLIXTTbNn s, HlZIX, HEEFERoMmeE L Cfih 4 ZFsy
Eifl

p(oe) = x 2 (0¢|ve, Te) (2.8)

BHRINT 2 2 LT H S, T v BED « BHBES X OR 7 — USG5 #3
5X—8Th%,

v =7 —lfg LRI NS ETOVRETIE, B, EEFAED Y — A —ZIROFIEHIC & > T
EFEFLILEZNET S, Thbb, 2R i OEETIE, (i=1.2,.,n)IZD0T

P
u; = Z (ijij (29)

EVIETNEEZ D, T T PIESNP v— A —DRRETH D, o1 j HHD 7 — A —DRIR,
x, 3R i D jEREHD?— A —DBIZTFHITH B,

B, v—h—BETENCIZE SNP IO WTHEY 0, ol 1 ITEELI N EEZHVE 2 LD
TE LD, ZOEHEIIIBITERT X 5 B EANERICGEEZ RIFT EEZoNnd, -, F
HIgA R Z D/ 8T X — % OFGHI UL FRIZFET 2 L lbIs, ZDLHIIe—h—



A BT 5 ~—h —BEF OGS & T FIUEFEORRIZRRH L WlE2ZZATED
Z DEZIIAMREOHFZEZ 5, B, KX TIZ6HTOAY—A—HFEHVLH, 22
TlREEL 2T I —h —EE T HE W,

v —A—[FET VI, =A% o ORE ) FRISAMIC X > TR T o, k. FWU
HEDETNLTH- T, H/NT7 X —F DFGFIPHEE L, H5H0VIFETIVZED D DGR
RICk>THTRICER L ERH B, UIFTIE, X4 X[FEE21T9 R 28y 77— {BGLR} I
B 2405 £ IO E RS 2179 (Perez et al., 2014), Z#uc kb, #ih§ % BayesB T
. AZDEFILDYD TIREZI N Muewissen & DB B[E UEHDOE TV & 1ZHRL
DT, FRICHEEINW, 10 DICRE I - BayesB 23872 2 £ 7 )LICIE &b o 7T HIC
2wk, (Gianola at al., 2009) 2 X 2iEmz I N\,

OIS fibs~v—A—HIFETNLE LT, XA XY v PG (BRR; Bayesian Ridge
Regression) 23%51F 543, BRR Tld, = — A —%IRBIEHRDAGICHE) 2 L 2IKET 3, Tihb
IZN

p(ay]0%) = N(ay]0,0%) (2.10)
p(0d) = x%(05IVe Ta) (2.11)

THBETB, ZOEE, HfICkoTHEONZ—h—IRIZETTRTIEL R DOEE & 3,
SV UL, ZOETFILD T TIEEED SNP ~— 7 —DBUNL i R 28 . 2 sl i
BFREICES T %, 2, & < 26 BIEEATHE I 11T & 72 infinitesimal model OF87E
IMTIZE 2, B, LHoRdTEd, KEFTLIZY v PhRORA ZNEBRIZE>TED, Y
v PP BT B IEANE R T X — 8 2 582 WGEE Tl 2 B AR A RGBS K D HEEL T 5

» 5 \»13, Bayesian LASSO EMEEN S E TN TIE, < —h—%RIC EBBOAG

p(o1t) = N(a10,0% - 17) (2.12)
}LZ
p(t?) = Exp <r}|?> (2.13)

ZIRET 5, T T, ExpOIFEBIHTH S, B, 2O M Z2HAAIX—F LTI LbLHN
. ISICHEFNIOMA 2R T2 2 b H B (Perez et al., 2012; Gianola, 2013), Bayesian
LASSO 1z Z D &HioiE b . LASSO (Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator) [Alf#
%&4fmtﬁﬁbk%?wk&ofﬁb BRR & [ERT, A D < — 5 — 1K EBRR
Z, % De—A—IZ0IEVWIRE G52 5HAICH B, T D7D, Bayesian LASSO 1, #hE
DR E &i@iﬁfﬁ?@ﬁf%ﬂa WIRELZETIVEEZL I LNTE D,

[Ff%kIC BayesA, BayesB EFEIZN 2 €TV, REHEE FOFREZREL €T UVLFIETH
%, BayesA &, v —Ah—RIROFATAD t FHiE 725 &) B TOBEXA €TI0 % H»



p (aﬂcé}.) =N (a]-|0, oéj) (2.14)

p(0%,) =172 (0 Iver ) (215)

BRR &7 )| BayesA TlEv—2 —ROFTHIC BT j BHONTED, Rk~ —A—
DB BB O ERS» S BRI NG, 2k, o= —DBRKELREZED
I HEoT035,

BayesA 12, v — A —%IROADHEBt DA THE 2 LS bbh s k) ic, FEEETFOF
EEREL 25, RETRTCOY ==L LiIRBE 2 6515, ol 9, BayesB ¢
&, v =D —ROFHISAEZUT D & 95 HRASHCTEHT 2,

p (aj|0§j,n) =m-N (aj|0, 03}.) +(1-m)-6(w) (2.16)
p(0Z,) =17 (0% Ve Ta) (2.17)
p(m) = Beta(m|py, o) (2.18)

ZIZT.8C) T4 7y 0Ty () BABTH D .| Beta(: |pg, mp) I FHARHIEE 1. HLE ©k(1
—1)/ (p+1) & T BR=F 534 TH 5, X(2.16) L D, BayesB TRRIEAHE 1 T —h —DRED
FEXRICRD I EBDrD,

2-1-3. A —x )Vl

LR L 7Ze>—A—lETld, v~—A2—3RE2 73X =% L L, ZOHEHNE L GEIEFRfEL
7 MELL 7, Vol¥9H T, GBLUP (Genomic Best Linear Unbiased Predictor) % RKHS [H]
JE (FAERZ L ~0L b 22[8R1%F 5 Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space Regression) & M:iEd 2
TR, ~— AR ZERHT AL, R LoBEETREZHET 5, 7/ v 7Tl
DFHMWGELETIEOHEE - FHITH D, ~— A —ZROHEEIZT / 2 v 7 FHICE T % ik
DIO>THZHDD, BHATE BV EHE W, ITN6DTEIZEHITH -2 VB (Rid) %
HOTTFHE T AR I NS0, £LHTH—F NN EERT S, 7 —F Ltk Gianola
SICkoTH/ Iy 7 FHNCEAZ N (Gianola et al., 2006), o Tk L ORE 7z & Afi
X b EEM RS2 (Morota and Gianola, 2014) # &+ k.



GBLUP &, =—7A—[fic%} % BRR Oh—F Vil e bFEA2ETVTH S, KX(2.9),
2.10)3RD Lo L &, BIBTEUEO YtV uw 235E) IS, BUT D & 9 AL L RIERIIMEIC
% 2 EDHHRARFEIC L > Thr 5,

p(u|c?) = N(u|0,MMTc2 (2.19)

2T Mide—A—#8EFRGIITHY, 200, jBEEx, THb, ThbE, BRRET LI
BT EIETFRED SBE ETTIE v — A — @I TR YO OTE TE % 5, GBLUP TH[H
BRI, GBS TRAEDSIERIIARICE ) C & 2 KET 5,

p(u|o?) = N(u|0, Goy) (2.20)
DL E IR ED 211G B v — A — B PRI E T D L ) IR T 5, 9.
JB/REHD—=A—D7YNVHEZ p &5, Thbb, jHHOY—A—BEFHIP-1 THER

MO E m., 0 CTHLRHEDOEE m, . +1 THLRMDE%E m, & LT

_ m, + 2mgy
©2(my + my +m3)

g (2.21)

L& > TTYNEZFRT 5, ZO7 VKL - —# ETHZ AT, 175G D i, j KR
3G, %

R B (2.22)
7231 -p))

CDEHITEDS, ZDEE ATIIG %277 7 LBIRITH EWEN, 8T A —% 62 % (genomic
DO Z:) G5 E W5, GBLUP & BRR @i Id, < — A —E{E TR0 L -t 70 4
HWLZIT) 2 ETATHGB IOTHUST X —% o2 PN A BINEEYICE T 2 Ik (5 R)
THRBETEIC G T 65 2 Eicdh % (Endelman and Jannink, 2013).

FERICIE, K(2.6)DBIETFRUER 7 P IVDME ) e L Tingfrslz lvC, Eis 1
i BLUP % Sl T2 2 EDRES AR INTE L LW ERDH 5 (2% pedigree-BLUP
EWFRT %), %8, BLUP AR THIIHERZ Db DE I THFETH 523, LIFLIE 'BLUP
FICEDHEET S, TBLUPET V2V L, BRAETTILVOEERED BLUP 2#H#E 7 %
CEEEBT S, AfETH, DI ) EREH VLI ENH B,

B, v—A—NROLGE EFEU L BEOEOHEEICIE REML #o  FH 51504
p(o2) = x~2(0% vy, T) (2.23)

ZHOIBEEARA XTS5, GBLUP 135208 LBIZHE A L LG, 5
A= DY PVBIERBTAHE ) o ZDIOEANLIY P ADEZTH Y . % OffiEtED

10



FERTINIC R £ 2 (B 21X 2-2-2 fi7e &) , BINEIEE & OWIGBIRSHECTH 5 2 & b H H  GBLUP
377 Sy 7 PHIOBEEMRICE T LIFLIEFHI NS, ARIZEBWTH4E, H5EICEW
T GBLUP #6932 F)bZ H\w 5,

) 12DH—F)VgE LT 7/ 2y 7 FHllE T RKHS [ml)f MRS 1% €T VICD
WCRRICAEIS 5, RKHS [l T % 3(2.20) & R DTN

p(u|c?) = N(u|0,Ko?2) (2.24)

Ko CEETFREOHRINMZED 5, 7272 L, RKHS Mg croldtaiziiEd 2175 K O

Kij = k(0 %)) (2.25)

LEED, ST RRK i De—h—BETHRXT PLTHD | x; = (X1, Xy ons Xip) T EEFRS
N5, H—3NVEBIC X > THINETPK I3 7 7 275 EWEIN S, A — I VEEIENE, 7'
DATHIDNIERME E 22 5 (D F DWATHINEET %) L) ICEIIN 5, b L {HwsNn D
—FIVEEIBUI T A —F L TH D

2
k(xi,xj) = exp {— M} (2.26)

LERIND, 22T, X2 BRZ PVOBEROZFATH S, o h FBATA—FTH D,
HN(2.22)THZ 6N B0 G LIZRZR D, AR D —F )iz~ —h —EE RN L TR T
B\, L7e23-> T, RKHS [Hlld, T ¥R R (v—h—[HOKHMEM) 2HET 5 LT
ELETINLELEMRT 2 L03CTES, 12720, BUCKQ2.26)0TH—F NV EMR LI LT, =
EAY T A%Z)EFLMDAD S LIRS T, TERY S A%ZEET 513 L DIz hikz
Hv3 Z EAEE L (Jiang and Reif, 2015),

BEEEAEICEBWTREIA Y AN —FVOMIZ b L 2 — 2V DBREIH S nLTE D |
ZD%LIRT 7 Ty 7 FHNICE W CHDBEHANEETH 2 LI ND, L3> T, X(2.26)%
7' TNAE TA Y A A —F V% w7z RKHS [blfg, EHICHRT2XETH LD, SHDT /7 2
v 7 FPHICIE, RKRHS[EfRE LTH 2 67 A= 3SHwe %, £/, GBULP $ 1 —*%
WEB OB TEL ZERTE L0, JAVLEKTIZ RKHS [l EMEATHELLZ 20w, o
DR & FEREICXA LT3, GBLUP l3~—2 — o0 L TRE LR EF A TH b . RKHS [Al)F
BIERIERET L TH D, MEZ XA 2 DIFZMB LRI EEZ 5, R Tlik, RKHS [a))qF
L) HEEE . IEIE e A — 2L % F 72 RKHS MR ok cHW 3,

ZZTCHLY Bl T L oftic b, BayesC % BayesR 7z £ Bayesian alphabet & &%
N —h—HRTFEPREZIN TS (Gianola, 2013) 137>, Random Forest (Breiman,
2001) %> SVM (Support Vector Machine; Cortes and Vapnik, 1995) 7z & O¥EMeEE Fikie £
DLIFLIET 7 Sy 7 FHlIcvsnTw 5,

11



2-2. &M 7
2-2-1. THIKELICH B 2561

EFNLDOPHRSENE I EY ) 3y 7 PN D GERIFE» S Lub D e ks, Lo
T, % OWFETTFHME T VOREICEL 22 DI OW TN INTE, ki, E
T =% Z I ENTIC B 2 PHIREE ORI X, 2GRS % i » ¢l & SEifEo Mo v 7
VY UMBIREZERE T A2 LItk > TiTbiis, UM TH, FICH S 2 WERD | 55— F#Tic
B2 PHKEE AR IC X D E o ZoMBREERIET b O LT3, 7L, RIEF—
F (yTalb—Yavir—%) ORI, BTEPEOBETHEZHS I LB TE 720,
THIME & EEOHBIRESHV 55,

EFUMEIZH VS DNA = — 27 =BT oW TIE, BERINIC, £ Ud% \»IF & PHE L
W ld2E3nTwsd, EL, BEOMERRZ LI T2 L. ZOEAVIINRE T 21EYP
WEIZX>TEL L Z b5, aLX %2R\ Heffner &D#t5E<ld, FHIICHWS DNA
2 —A—D8% 1158 5 192 IZJ 6 Lz LT, FHREEIX 10%REDE T IcE -7

(Heffner et al., 2011), F7Ew as%f\7 Zhao 5 D THFRIET, ~—h—$ick 5 ¥
S EOZ LIEDTH > 7= (Zhao etal., 2011), Vo lXH, T N7 DT —4% %\ 7260
Tl v — A=k 2 PHIKEOINEIZIEEIC X > TRE L B> Tw (Asoro et al., 2011),
B Z AP INE O Pl ~ — A — OB MBI PG O RICKESFL LD, BV
AV EARPESLO P ClIM EOESWINS 25 Tz,

EFAREEICHV R IBEMDO Y 4 X ERICEENEBHOE) 1220 ThH, KEFiuTk
FWVIEEFHEER ET 5, RIS 3OO0 TH ZoEIAIZE»OSNTED, TXT
DIEY TR DY £ XK E L IO TPHEED W EL 72 (Heffner et al., 2011;
Zhao et al., 2011; Asoro et al., 2011), ZDHEDELH VIR EDFE T — A —HDME X
DHREDPo%, LDLEDRS, v— A —HDOEALRKIC, TWEHICK > THEDORKE I ZRL
o7, WIZIE ROy N7 I BRI TIZ, v — A —BEEMZ$TH FHREE A L
BB INAVERARZEDIVETH>TH, JIFERY A XML > TG LR
EUE L, v0olF), FlPINETH PHBE DM EBH SN0, ZDEAVIIHOIEE
WZHRT/NE - 7% (Asoro et al., 2011),

F 7o, ABEER & FRONR E 74 % L] & OBIZNE ROBEBIED PR ICHEZ KIET 2
EDRBRINTED, FELSREZVEETFHBENRES B2 ELEZINTWS, HlZIE, Bk
L7z vy N7 1B 228 Tldk, W D038 % E# L T LRI T o ISR 2 BEE L 72,
Z DFER, BB 2 FRIE D E W I IR PR 2 L JELE DR IR T ]
KEMED > 72 (Asoro et al., 2011), 7. 7y AICBWTHEED S ENZ WO
fEMTHMThI., BIEE RO WEMTE TV LT 2 2 Lo, EMBED R4 2 @B 0%
MR U T E L - PR 2 5 o5 2 LR & 7z (Wirschum et al., 2013),
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FHNCHOWZET VO E/, 59 FTHRL PHREEICHET S, 2720, ETLHEOES I,
EFNEEAT LT =Y OWHEICKTFET 2, FTTIVICELTHEI N T 2EEKS (5
BFPIERY L ADEHLZ L) PEBOT—2 IS EUE, PHKEXSECZDPT0nE
EZiond, Lo T, PHIETILVOREICH > T, EBEDOT =2 I L TEEDE T IV
WL CREMGEIC X > CPHREEZIHE T2 2 EDEFE L WS ), T VHOPHIEE %
Fhigheat U =22t & L Tid, BlZiE (Heslot et al., 2012) % (Onogi et al., 2014) 7 £732
Fons,

DLEICH T 7B 20D, %L DR TET —F 2 HO I PHREE O ThitTwa, W»
219 T, BRI R 2 58 < FE O b DB S HFEET 5, 2o OHEwHME T, FIiC
GBLUP £ F NI B BNTHESR, I al—YavyTF—¥2HuEE»TbnTws, T
TIRRHCBIRFE O 2 BLD B 5,

7= — RO & 2 FHKEE O™ L3, WHICEES T 2 508ET (7413 QTL) LiEw
A D 2~ — D —DFET B HREMEDNES o T B 2 e 1 Dt E 2L 6N 5,
L L2edd s, BRERIIOESE A EE DS PIHIRS S IS JUE T B 2 Mat L 720312 & A ERY 75 7%
v, ME—ofil L LT, delos Campos &%, SNP v —# —23 5K QTL & 5848 L T\ 254
LR D 2 412D\, GBLUP 12 X 2 PHIREE (2 offfZicid, MHBIRE T2 ik
ERE) DFICET 2 HHAZEH L Tw3 (delos Campos etal., 2013a), 77 L. FIFEM
Tl QTL R— 2 DEEEHLTHZ IEMICHEETE TS 2 8, QTL R—AD#EEHLSHE ~—7
—IC X 2 BB R BRE RO 2 &, 72 &0l AL - IEER R L TE D,
FBEDF =7 CHEL B FHREEDR LT 2 2 L 3EELWEEZ SRS,

£ 25T, DNA v—7— L JFEA QTL O#SHAFH12C v GHECEFEOBIRICH 5) BE
ThH->TdH, GBLUP I & 2 BEFRUEDO FHIKEE 0 I3k oI &b %, Z4Ux, SNP
v — = X o TEEM O MEREIRHEE TE 2 2 EICRNT 3, 2% )., PRGSO R &I
BBIRICH 2 FHDHIHMERICE FNTONE, ZORMOREMEZ ST 2 2 L c—EDTFHl
NTEZ, XOEMENIZIZ, Cw ) RAELDe—h—03HUL, v—Hh—& QTL HNEFH L T
2 ThH, 7/ LABRITAIOMRHELEITH OfE 2 A citid ¢ & % (Habier et al., 2007),
ZDXHIT, A Iy 7 PHIDSEEA RS O PHITH B EWIE T 2o3#E TiEa L, I
TRBIGR & AT OM S 2 O PRI L2 5 RETH %, FERRIZ, 2k h#IC Habier 5
W& D iTbn ik, QTL OFET 23 fkice— A —DFELZVWESEEZY I 2L —Y 3
Y LTWwBH, FHIKEZ 0 TldZzey (Habier etal., 2013), [l TIEE 7LD Hilg 2l
T OBBRLMIIINTED, 7/ 2y 7 PHICE O CHEAR N &7 2 ABRITII R
I EEICOVWT, 3 al—3a VIt XM EENLINTV S,

BRBIC, 20X ) ITHBIRBN— A TER SN TFHREEICOW TS DR LI T 1D
D3, HIBIEREL DS MO 22 SEA RS L 3R 2w 2 E 2 L TH L, HAIE Gonzalez & Forni
(2011) ¥, EHOTFHTFIEIC OV, EIEFIRE E FHIED © 7 Y CHBIREL B X O, JEIE
FRUE A7 & N AL A EERE % # 2 72854 AUC (Area Under the receiving operating
characteristic Curve) | &k 25FHliz17\>, HEIRE L AUC TERE 2 FHIE T AR SN ) %
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CERERHLTVWS, EROBHETHEELZDILERKDIFHEITHE %L, @ERkLEko
HOHEREC ZPEBELELEZONDS, ARXDIEHIZBWTIE, ZOEAZEEZ TR ZiT-
77

2-2-2. RN D (L

77 2y 7 PROREEBIIHER O A IR 2 Z L3I 703, FURHEE TS,
EDRMZIBEME LTHC 20k > T, PHKEIRRZ S, Wk, v— 7 —&8IE 3
5T 5 %44680% 3,000 Rffid 523, PRSI N0 KD, B w7 F Ll TE
D13 100 B2 72 L &9, BB, JHFBHFEICH IR ID ) 5, FlZIEA REEHEEIC
2V TH 3,000 RfED v — A —BIEFRBAH SN TE D ZHUFFETHFIAIARETH 5 (Wang
etal., 2018), D& &, FEHEMI N RMOMAGOEI ,C\p 5107 TH D, HIZIF T
HHEEOFEWETIVERETE ALY b HNUL, THBEVEVWETARELNTLE)
HAGDELH 5,

DL IR EEE 2T, EE, ~— A -8B 78 (D5 vid, 7 7 2BIRTAI s T41)
Y EICTHIREZED 2 X ) LR 2 #2805 L T\ % (Rincent et al., 2012;
Akdemir et al., 2015; Isidro et al., 2015; Rincent et al., 2017a), Z OWFZEIFFIFRENREL
(training set optimization) &IN5, AL TlE, 5FEICE W CGIMENEEL O %
&f'ﬁaiﬂaﬁ%ﬁOD%%ﬁﬁﬁ BT 5, £/, 3ETHEMINLIBEIEH L DRCELYIZLE | 4
T S5 XA Aftifb L b b T oo BHEMELZ R, ZOHMIISETHERT S LI
L“C\ 2 2Tk, RN E I B3 2 BERER BRI D W TR T B,

A MEGE L O BRIl NEE FRUE v OHEEE w2187 & Z, BEOBETHfE u 23, #EE
fHuslIC k> TEDLS BWVFEHI NS LIl EEZ S, T2 ETERA AWEIGTTH
ETIVITDOWTHSN L7223, AREICIIHE RN 2 SR Titin 2 0 2 0E03H 2 O THE I L
vy, 22T, FlllEF L E LT GBLUP %7213 pedigree-BLUP Z{RET 5, F7-. BRI o2
RBRBITE 02 1ZEHITH B, HB\iF, REML 4 8 CAHEE SN lhsHocilEr s Lk
DEBE AL ERET S, 2OLEE, GBLUP EF 1L %Z, WHTUTDLIICEHETTI LN
TZ %,

y=XB+Zu+e (2.27)
p(ylu,B) = N(y|XB + Zu,Ry) (2.28)
p(u) = N(u|0, Go) (2.29)

2T, RCO)TRIRL CuEMFgz B Ic&D, £/, TSI E T 2720,
BIRRATII L o T 1 DR BT & L TRBLL 72, B, BRAEDTHILIHATINIZNT
L b ATIITHh 2 83 %5\ 7e . 1751 Ry (3 TBELTHATH & IR T & 2 (LB DT TH %,
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CDEE, REEHE REMROX7 FV) B OREBEAREHER (BLUE; Best Linear
Unbiased Estimator) % p*& L., 8 X8, Z2EZE GEETFREORZ ML) v Dk BEEA R

F I (BLUP; Best Linear Unbiased Predictor) %z u* & 9% & LT DiEAE 7 VA (MME;
Mixed Model Equation) 23 D72 Z L2354 Tv»3% (Henderson, 1984),

LD L [ LA -
Z'Ry'X Gyl +Z"Ry'Z[lu Z"Ryly
ZDHEAE wrlz oL &
u* = GoZ™Py (2.31)
&b, 2L,
P=V1-VvIXXTVv-1X)~1xTy~1! (2.32)
V =Ry + ZGyZ" (2.33)

LBV, BB, fTAIPIEPVP =P %23, WE, ZOETIICEBIT IR MLy D,
u 1B 2 A A &

p(y|B) = NXB,V) (2.34)
ERTIENTES, LoT, #EER vDITEE
V[u*] = GoZ™P - V[y] - PZGy = GoZTPZG, (2.35)
LRMETE, HEER vt & HOBEFRE u & 0HIE
Cov[u, u*] = Cov[u, GyZTPy] = GoZ"P - Cov[u,y] = GyZ"PZG, (2.36)
LEHTE B,

AR TRUE O FHIEE 558 (PEV; Prediction Error Variance) & 13, #E7E & 117285 1A u*
TEMDNT 6 N7BIE T AME u D3 V[uju] & EFK S 415 (Henderson, 1984; Laloé,1993),
DL EofiRZ M5 2 &¢, GBLUP Ik} % PEV &

PEV = V[u|u*] = V[u] — Cov[u,u*] - V[u*]~* - Cov[u*,u] = Gy — GyZTPZG, (2.37)

DX ITTHNCEIE T 2 2 L3 TE S, PEV IZREIMUR 7 b Ly ITKFEL e\ ®, PEV X
EDRMTRIZ FEMEZHEE T 22kl REIUMEZ/32 2 R LICGHRET 22 L3 T&

15



PEV 1%, EHED S HiwE L B AMEZ T G0= (ANZES) L LT, RAOBTHELED
BETRE O0EEE) %

u=T-u"+¢ (2.38)

DXL 72 & FIHRAERT PV e HMED) pEBATIICH 5, k., AR X
D, 2ONRDOUIRIE0 THB T L, T BHNTIITH 2 2 LXMERTES (W2, URIEDH
SN OHMELTV3B), BAEDSHAVNI FIUINZ VIZE, HEE I N8 T AUES E DR
TRMEIC K S MU TIEE B, ko T, X237 TEAZSNBITHDRARTDFEEBNZIEER
VW, L7235 T

1
PEVmean = 7 Trace(Gy — GoZTPZGg) (2.39)

DXk IICEREZNS PEVmean 2& 2% Z LT, #HEINERTEEOR LEL 2E817 3%
AN T —EEL T 52 R TE D (Akdemir et al., 2015),

nE, GHTIED 2760 & MDORFEOBEBETHEOAEIIEH T2 2 END 5, 2D L) kG
2%, contrast vector EFFIZILE XY b e ZEAT 5 EEATH S, I T, contrast vector
FEROMD 0 TH D MRILR7 PVEERESND, BIZIE, R i &R D u, - u (CHEEAS
b 5213, contrast vector @ i FHDOEHEZ 112, jHRHOEFEZ-1 12, Z2hSodiEz
0ICEDIUL L, ZDEE, HEHL TV IEEBETREDAEIZET % PEV X

PEV = V[u; — u;|u*] = V[c"u|u’] = ¢"(Gy — GoZ"PZGy)c (2.40)

ERIHLTE S, HBOHE L 72 WEEDRDH 284100 TE HED contrast vector 12D TD
Pz LD

PEVmean = Z ¢;T(Gy — GoZ™PZGy)c, (2.41)

N

ETUE LK, 2B 5% PEVmean OE#FKE T 52 £ H% W (Rincent et al., 2012), 2-O0Di#
R FILDFZNEIRD D 2 B 13T HUR T S ERE L 8 1 UL & 7\ 72 & contrast vector %
O EREBRATRERLLEEZ NS, &8, contrast vector DEBLTIC & 2 &2 WL 5
7, e TH-ZLEBZEMNT2ILbH5, wE, LRz (EOREET) BT 2
D2 ) ERIZEHITA X, Z 12 & > THRBLE T\ 3 720, PEVmean (2 & 2 JIH4EN w1
argmin PEVmean = argmin Z ¢;T(Gog — GoZ™PZGy)c, (2.42)

X, Z X,Z 3

DEITEL ZENTES, EBICIZ, TAIX L Z I3 T 2 28802 EIDE L 728Y) 7
RSB TH 2 DT, FNe2BE 2 7-HM E DRELEEE 2 5,
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PRI E GBI A T UIE LIRS 2 EEEE, R(2.38)dlfmic 81 2 hEfRE (CD;
Coefficient of Determination) <& % (Laloé,1993), Z % 5 1% contrast vector 12 X % R CTF
FINLHZHEDD 505, PEV OEE LRk, IO X 5 [T EL T 5,

V[cTuu'] - cT(Gy — GoZ"PZGy)c

D=1-— = 2.4
¢ V[cTu] cTGyc (243)
F 7-. PEVmean 04 & kI, CDmean (%
¢.T(Gy — GoZTPZGo)c,
D = 1-— 2.44
CDmean Z{ ¢ TGy, (2.44)

N

EEFEINS (Rincentetal., 2012), CD IX[AFDOYTIZE D B I Wi ERE WO, CDmean
ZIRAALT 5 2 LIk o Tl 2 FIEEM 2 ETE B 52 5, L7dd> T, CDmean (25D
< AR M w1 &

T(Go — GoZ"PZG
argmin CDmean = argminz {1 _ 5 (Go TO O)CS} (2.45)
XZ XZ Cs GoCs
ERTILENTES,
H(2.40)8 X 1)(2.43) X . H % contrast vector (2D T
CD = PEV 2.46
B cTGyc (2.46)

ThHb, LEn->7T, PEV oML E CD o KRitiZ, % 15D contrast vector 122>l
FUCHEZLZ6T, »olE) . HED contrast vector #E 2 5 &

CDmean = Z (1 i) (2.47)

¢, TGyC,
S
Dk Hiz, CDmean & PEV OBEAMNEHD Xk I BHiIc% 5, k> T, CDmean O kil &
PEVmean D#/Mbix, —ITIZ—3 L 72\,

Rincent & OfEHTTld. CDmean D AfliZ PEVmean /Mt X © b N7 JIHEEN 2 5 2
7= (Rincent et al., 2012), L2L%A256. Yu 5D (Zofffzecid, R(2.39)D X 9 Zxffh
173 CDmean & PEVmean O/ IZH 5 4172) Tix, CDmean &£ ) $ PEVmean D (%9 237
HIKSEE & OB#EEDS I 2 EDVRB I N T3 (Yuetal, 2018), 2D X IHIZ, WInoiFiEz
BB XREDPITOVTE, TARHMEPRSN TR RVODBRTH 5,

%8, PEV £ CD OEEREHTIZ, ETADBEL W EPRFIREIN TS Z EICHERT
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DD 5, EHOFEICE VT, BEOBEEFE u 27 0, ol #d 9l G, D% A= IE
BAARIZHED) 2 EDHVONTWE D TH S, EBEICIK, EEERTPIERY T A, EWR)
R EOHEEICE D, BETHED G bRV EVREFICHEINS,

WEDT 7 2y 7 PHlosgTclid, X2.29)D X ) 125 2 65N 28 FHRME u DA IE ST
MERZZIEIDVDHATHS, LorL, PEVRCD L, 7/ Sy 7 PHIPREINS LD b 5L
5, HERNZHEHETHRRINTELDDTH S0, 29 LAHMACTHM - BET 2 2 L1
LV, ARTIRHZDN, 7/ 2y 2P HIRRA REZN 25 PEV 2 CD 2K - » %
WIZRBEIIG U THER TS 2 EbEEL EEZ 6N S, HlZIX, X(2.27)0 6K (2.29) TERZ
NDBETNMICOWT, BIEFAMEOFRTE Viuly] 1 PEV & —39 2 Z &28, i AFHIC X
S THERTE 2, RN SHEE Il I Lol Z2Em 2 AT 2 I2I3E > T wnas,
RA RSB 6 DR 2 X S IED 2 2 LIk b, 77 Ty 7 FHlcR LA R30S
LNELDEEZ D,

2-2-3. LRI O Al

772y 7PN VT, PHKE O EASEELMATELE SN DIF, 23R %
MEERICE W ORISR RICER T 5720 Th 5, HNBEBIERSM T2 L WIREDD &
WM B2 2 B Az R L. 205 OMIELACHLIC X > TRINZ T 2 & v ) HHE
H#EZ 5L, 1 HOERIC X 2BEENESR A IO TU T BRRADK7ZT % (Falconer and
Mackay, 1996; Desta and Ortiz, 2014),

A= irc, (2.48)

T, i EKRETH D %Dk EEK T A0 Ic ko TREE S, e, r 3T/ S
v 7 PO FHREE (Pl S 78 E 7 RE & EoEE7RIE L OMBIRE) Ths, i,
BHERD A (breeder’s equation) %7/ 3 v 7 FHNCHIREL 72> Tw 3, HA(2.48) &
D, PHKEEICHE L GEENEREDH ET 2 2 L2305, ik, i@@EmEI Ey (D
D LAz %) 3L, BB KE VI EEEIERRIZTRZ WV,

W, BECIIERNOER LR E2IT) . ZOEAICIE, SERME LEES oI L —
N4 7 D3EET 5720, T E 28 IKITREN2EEIESE (RN oEKIC X 28 EES
HOMBA) ZMPIE2IeDH 5, ZnE, FERICK > CEESTHIWAT 5 2 LK TH
% (Falconer and Mackay, 1996), L 75> T, EMNZEENESELZ AT 5120d, #EK
RS 2 YN FRET T 2 0D D | BB DA &2 P K ) BRI OMRIE DS, 7 2y
7FHED <6, BLUP IEOPHATHRGT ST & % (Meuwissen, 1998; Avendano et
al., 2004),

BB, T/ Ty 7RG 5EICE, BRI K o> TENNOBRWER AL 5 2 Lic
L2 TPMKEDOZN (L O%f. PHREEOMKT) ICHHERT 208036 5, #ilZ1E. Habier
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512 kU, GBLUP (3 BayesB 12 e TR ) RO ZMIC X 2 PHIREE O F 385 T H
-7 (Habier et al., 2007), £7:, #lZ1¥ Yabe 5D> I 2L —> a»Th, FEHKITK > T
FEEESRE AT T2 2 EBRMINTE Y, PHETVZHEYNCER T2 2 EBBELELT
W% (Yabe et al., 2013),

Plbo k9o, ENERKE W) RS PEFILFEEICREL TS, 7/ 2y 7 FHIICE T 2 R
s H IS 2 E T 5 2 L3O TN CH 5, CORKNE LT, BEIGRE LBETHD X9 %
ML — P47 OBARDEEATICIAES 5 2 & BPCRHBC I 2 BANDME AL & DRI D
MABDLEDBERTH S 2 &, B o FADBEPMERNLW S T2 2 &, HOBE T HUHE
DB TER LI LR ERETON S,

E5IT, ZEMPBERICECTIE, 20X ) ICHMAENERIZ ) PRESINE b TR
v, HYBERTE, RKNICHRNEZEL T2 2 koo ns 2 %L, HIZIZENZ
DR L CHEIEFHEZEE L RS MRSz EN T2, £z, —HOMEYTIEEmEEAEz Hwv
52 L CMRAMERZRS LD TES, MICHRENLZEHOHEL LT, N/ F Rz 52
ZMHEBET L2 LB TOoNE, HHW0IE, LHOEEBEFEEZAZ)—=v 7 LT, BH%
BHEMNAZHRET 2 L9 pre-breeding b, WYBMRICEBWTIZREETH S, WTFcE k.
COBLEIZENT, T120 (BwLid, PED) Rz s) JEPHEYBEEOENE %
%, Zau, HIEPRETIC J:%m’*'f/u@f%ﬁﬁ Wit 2B B & NN TH 5, KX Td, 4
FECIE DX ) BRI > GEIETFIEZ T %,

20k BIEYE A ORBEZREIC OV T S, BRI OBEILIC T 72\ L Db DORF%
BIRHFET 5, 22 CTHELRTA T 71X, DERME,) & HEERDEL &) EFL L ToHEHR
#6J€@ﬂ%kk®@%%&%?%ﬁukrﬂ%®%ﬁi%Qﬂukw7@%V«wT®%ﬁ
NEVTF TR ETH D, B2, BT E BEKIL, BRI N EERICE T 5 QTL o R%E%
£FB LT, hh‘%%ﬁ??ﬁfm%&%ﬁ?% LRTED, OF D, BESMEZET X
2 OSEHHIS &1k, EEBIEET 26 M QTL 2 CTE 2213 Eb A & 5 IR T 2 k23S,
HEVEREETIA YT HIEICHYT S, ZDX) RERPEBOBERICE W THEEICZ -
7Dk, DNA 2 — A —NEHTE2 X9 1007 2 EBKREL, ZOE%T, L b BRI 727
LEZ5E29, UTFTR, MBI QBRI T 2 RENATIEH 228 2,

van Berloo & Stam (3. HIEE/EY @ RIL (ricombinant inbred line; #Hii 2 35%3%) #£M %
MELE T 22— —BKICBWT, &2 REMHAGOEFHEHAR (F, ) iIcBWTHEL I 3
R ROBAMEEOBEFREE 5 2, REMAAOEE2ESFEZIRE L (van Berloo and
Stam, 1998), % 5 OFEEEMEIZ T 1 DOENLRHE2BL L, ZHEELTEY, BHEDOTY
W RYT 4 ZICHEE L &9 & T 2 F % EENICERA Lm0 %adl2 L b s,

Daetwyler & &, f5MEEAEIC X 22D EHZE L T, 7/ 2 v 7 FHNCED < fEffEdk
DIRBEEZER L7, o lde—A—lRzHTe—A =R 2HE L FHE2HCT, RO
FRhEzRoN) 2EEZEE L GESHTEZIREL, Z0A%MEZ 2L —va itk DR
ZEL 7= (Daetwyler et al., 2015),
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van Beloo 5% Daetwyler & OEKREHEIL, RAKAVTIEN S ) 2R DBIZHIRE ST DK
EKRZ WV H D (possible best) ZEA TS ERIRTE S, VWolEHI T, 29 LERAMLRFR
S B HEH (probability of possible best) 1$&E L TWwisvy, £ 2T, Han 5%, XA
b RGO N D HER L THIE L &R FEHEZ 1REE L 72 (Han et al., 2017), 7272 L . Daetwyler
LT ) LA Fe—A—%2HOEENEO P ZER L TwaDlcx LT, Han & g
PBOTINZEETS I E (v—h—EKICK 2 QTL 04ER) 2HEL T3 HICIZEEN
BETH D, 7/ LIA Fe—h—%Hulk7 7a—F L L Tix, Miller 525, KR X > TH
LN B BMAEMICE T 2 BETFHEORAKMEOIHMEZEIHE L, ZDMEIKE WIHHAGOE
BRI ERERL TS (Miller et al., 2018), Z®diE5>, genomic mating (Akdemir and
Sanchez, 2016) % usefulness index (Lehermeier et al., 2017) 7% & D, HLRELTEH IV T
DO ERRH 2 BRI L X9 T 2M%E bR IfTbniTw 3,

B2y 2 PHOBGRPIICH T 2BLE, PHRSEOR L2 HI L L PHE 7L 0%
% 5. BEOTHEFLOEMANE . RAIESOTHHENH S, 7/ v 7 FHllc k-
CHBME FHTE 3 2 L ARAIOREL £ BIcoN., SN E TCOMYERENSEGT 7 S5
REREIC, EOXIIT ) 2y 2 PREREAT 2NEDBRRIND LI ot LB ERS
223, KETHY FEBgE R Y I, BB 2y 2 RO FIETE S 271
TR P Dy 2 PO G LB A B R ORI E IR L £ L), &
BETETMET 2D EEL NS, KL TIRERIIEZ Db 02 FRICHIRT 5 2 Lidk
VAL, 4TECIY PB4 REEELOIGIH TR, MEFEFLEMGB 7 ) Sy 2 FHEDS &
ZURBIZ 75 o 7B R KT 2, $70. 65T DHEO FRIE . HREEIGOREL I b
PEBELEHTH B,

2-2-4. HEDOES GXE D€ Tk

2-1 ficld, 1 20FRHEME2ETNALTZHEIZOWTEER L, ) F bR, HBICIZHE
BOWEPEHEHEL SNZIZ)PHHTH 5, 7o, MYBHBHRICEOTELHTLZILDTE R
WEEIER T - B BB (GXE; Genotype-by-Environment interaction) 234817 5415,
bbb, B FHEIIEYOEINAEBREICE > TENT 20D EEZ 205813 H 5, HA(2.6)
D &) ITEBDOEIGI DT A —DEE FHREZ #EE T 2RAGET LT, ZHUCHIET 2 2 &
FTE R\,

GxE REEDOWE%Z €T NMLT 2510 1 21, BREM. & 2w IdER 0EEH5 8% Pl
EFNVICHAAL Z £ TH B (Burgueno et al., 2012), THEFNITOWTIE, 5ETHEAZK
A CRET 5, EEWICIZ, B 2B onCH—0BEFEELZH#ET 2TV E, BB
LICHOZ OB RMERHEET A ETAD, b k) EHRICMET 2 L) RET LIRS TR 3,

AL TREO VD, b 1 ODEEELT u—F13. 7/ vy 7 Pl EMET L%
HAGDLY L HETH S, EWET L X, &5 MEOBREICNT 208 %2, AHAEN R ES
EEHZ D LICETMEL b DTH 3 (Soltani and Sinclair, 2012), # 21X, 4 FOHFHIC XN
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%5 DVR €70 Cld, 1HZLDOHER ERMMDME BT 5 2 L THREICES Lvw) T ML
D INTED, B8R (B2 HE LA TOlEZ FHIT 2 2 L3 TZ % (Nakagawa
et al., 2005; Yin et al., 1997), fE¥WEFVICIZWNEEBAG D85 XA — 3t SnTcwn a2 e
EETHY, FIZIEDVR ETVICH, HEPRIRANDIDEMEICED 239 X =8 Z il 2 & 12E
HLIEMNTE, UKD, ZHECRE 2BEINENRERINS, FUETLDNRS XA —%
k. EE. ZOMBRICH L CEYAEREZTI LIk EDLNS, D), (EMET LR Y

TIE®BITIE, BTRDLVRFEICOWTaR 20T THEEZITHIBERH Y, BETRkbN
% X9 A BORMISH L TEWET VEEHT 2 2 L I3BFENTER»o7, LHL, 7T
R DT X — I DBHEIN TV BRI E ZD~—h — B HZIIBT—% & LTrille
TIWVERET LI LT, v— W —BETHZHEGT 2200 T, (e T VEREH L 2BREINED
FHIZSAREIC 72 % (Technow et al., 2015; Onogi et al., 2016), $74b b, BREINEICEIL TiE
TEE TV 03, B OE N ICBI L Tid 7/ 2 v 7 FHID, 22 NE T EIHY T2 2 LT,
GxE DETNALZEHT 5,

BEOWEICET 23w TlE, WY %42 7T METIEOMG 721 ¢ <. | TIVICHE-D < kg
KBTI TZERT 2 I EDEBELEEZ NS, KX, 200HEEZHICKRESLELY
Baic, mAofzZFHL TZDEPIREVRELIERKT 200, ZL b, TWEHI LICENT
FaBEIK L TR 2 D0, Lo iEIc, GMNAREL G220 EBBH 5, BZ 6,
OB 72 BRI & 1%, TRERO PHIKE OB WA KM L 72 b DIck 27259, I 6 ICHEBRZFEORH
R L, TWEM RO 2 2 s PR 2551200V T, SEZ FHIT2E T V2
256 TH5, bL, RBEMONEa A b (BHAPIH) MEROEEOBRICE > T, HfEa X
FOEWIEO PHRE 28T 5 2 L TEUE, 2N ETNORBEEZ, ED L 5 w»ofifks
2. EORFICOOTHET 2RED, L) EZRElT 5 2 LT, REBOHEG 2 A b
ZHIRT 2 2 & TE S5,

PlED X Iic, KEOBHTIEHEEIZOWTORENLE T NETFIEZ K-> 7223, FEEOM
VB CATFINELIVE - LBREDT—4 % ED X 512 iz o TdiEm» e\ T v 2R
Bich b, £, KmXOFEEIZRE BN S 72 ORI Z B0 7o 7o b, BEFEDEY AN -
BANR AR Z OPIZE T IBLICKE 2 XREDICOVT S, LIFLIFETIVLICE T % i
ELTEFoNTwS, KX Tk, €7 VOREMELZEIT 27— OFERS, €71
Z X D WEUNCTEH U 7@ ki E BT T 22, % 2 kIS, BEF0 € T LR E
Hifg L 4%, ORI - mEfi:, ETVEFEE, Z2OEMEOM T 2T 5 2 LIk
STCHREINDIFZTTHS, KB BFICESZEZELD, AIELEFLEL L) ICHEETHSL Z L
. uu“(%ﬂiuﬂbf?&(
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3. BB H ICE DK A Sy 78R E TV ORIR RS
3-1. i

77 Sy ZiER T, INERHTE  co HEU: oA (BINEHE) © i) 20b0%
FHT 2 ERDENDIGENEL L, Lo THmEeET VEHWS Z EVRERTH S, €T
VORI &, BEOBETIE L PHIS N GEETREE o €7 Y VHBIREDS LI LIZHV S
N5, VOPOEHNZAED T CHMZEMEMEZME L2 L &, 2 OHBIRELNEE
EERICHHI T 2 (Falconer and Mackay, 1996; Desta and Ortiz, 2014) Z &%, Z OFEfi%:
EOEGHIEDRMD 1 >TH %,

WolEX) T, 7/ 2y 7 PHIOEE 2 EAEPRICERE UL, IR - WK & v ) i FRE
L%, DN 5IE, BT VO IZ0EREES AUC, & %\ I3 k fREU7s & DR
515 (Gonzalez-Recio and Forni, 2011; Ornella et al., 2014), #lz1X. o8 E LT R—
FRZ Fvery (SVM) W2 2 T, [YFE TV ZE LN 258K - TIKO SR 2 3 T
EBIDRE ST % (Ornellaetal., 2014), %7z, FFEDWEE I D\ THIR 2 832 M - JRIE
ZEBR SN EGH6D L)1, #loh o HINBEDB MEER, & 502K 7 ADNEFD &%
HoRBIIN 286 (HWPE) 12k, HifizHeTtREIh 25387 V2T 2003HAK
<d % (Montesinos-Lopez et al., 2015),

W 200 E TV THNDEHET VL THIL 7/ 2y 7 PN 2 EEAPFAHE L,
TELRIP2HOIIT =B THBEOROCTFHE T VEEESTLILTHE, 7/ Iy 7Tl
BT 19y LT —2 13, BHEO~—h —BEFR GEE : AN x) & EBE (OF
EEB Ny OMTHBH, e 5I12iE DNA O —47 v 2 kSR Z 2L 2 Fhid
5%\, ZDIBANXICOWTIE, =7 VY ARMOESRIZI>TIH vy b —
A—BEFHOFGEa A FBKRELS TN, REDOY v 7 VI OWTHIIC — A —8E %
iS4 2 2 E3AJBEIC e o e, ), BEANZOW T, EYOET IChh R E W &,
BB LIHN 2 179 AWEBREPERTH L L EDL S, ZHDRMITONTANAL ZANV—T"y b
BT % 2 ERIEHICHREECH S, Thbb, TETLDOALx EHhynH b, Ehbiriho
Bt a A2 b A3,

FRRDIRDILE RO A EREIC B A TH R o N5, HIZIFHASHLAHE TR, AHDOFHEH
DEERZHNT 5 2 EVEELEHEED 1 D ThH b, oL E, T —F3EFOBEIE L
ZOEHENNEDM E %5, AT x 232 I EM L ERE2RE T 5720 TRe, iy 2/
L1213, FEERIC A IRE SN ER2EC T, ZOWNFICOWTRBT 286H3H%5, D&
I I AE DIZ E A EDICHBITIR D EHRZIIGT 2 2 X MIANDZNL D b,
b IEEBIIFRICR o R whr S T2 FHL 2R ELRZDEDP S, ZHUIEMSARD
ZEThHB,

ZDXI) RN AESE A, BEEIEE (active learning ; Settles, 2009) & FEEN S, AJIx B3
BERITH 28551, 2Oy IcowTaRx b2 CGREL., JIfiT— 2 I1B8MT 2080 %
TEYNHWIT 2 72D DB O TR TbNTE 2, ik, S0zl s —25 %
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RHERTD & EIEA IS (ZEINIC) T 20Tk, MoroiMicik-oE THEINIC ) EIR
T2 ETHB, BHIFEOIGHAMNIIKZEIC O E E0% 0, FlZI1E 2010 4 F TO BT
DOWFFEH E LT, WigfENT (Hoi et al., 2006; Tuia et al., 2009) ®HASEWHE (Lewis and
Gale, 1994; Zhu et al., 2010). & % \»(ZAI3E (Warmuth et al., 2003) ~DIGH 7 ED3ZET 5
N5, Fo, WETIIE—EEZHOEGRBICRL L 2B AE 7 L —2 7 — 7 b
T3 (Wang et al., 2017),

77 2y 7PN B T 2B ORMERE & LT, FIBENRGEL L RSN 22255 C
EMRTE S, Z ZTIE.GBLUP 8 & O\ pedigree-BLUP # FHI€ 7L & L THWREEIZOWT,
AT — & D L 2 2 MO AT x (H B 0ix, v 7VEOBERITY G) BEEAITH 256
2, EDRMIC OO THEGIEZIT> TS y 21§ 5 RXEDITOWTHZE I 11T Z 72 (Rincent et
al., 2012; Akdemir et al., 2015; Isidro et al., 2015; Rincent et al., 2017a), EilDi 3 THRA
N7 A T7ERDDIE, FAETVICEWTEL 26 BIEEFNICERINTE L PHIEES
B RERB LW IIN A2 EEZ MU E 2 ZRAL T2 2 L TH L, o DFRIHRIZE TV
FUTH W 2 REEIC KRS T, RHEORRITII G I EEIRINS, k- T, HlZIET
WSS Z R/AMET % X9 lERNIZ~— 2 — 8 TR T CIRET 2 2 LB TE, 2D X
) Al 2 Hv 5 2 & TP ED B9 5 2 Lasliff g,

NS ORI, 7/ Sy 7 FHIIcBW TR X CHWSLS GBLUP €7 02 Hw3Y;
HIEHFRETH b B TIIR O BT — 8 OFEPRED 1 DL EFA 57259, £,
FEHOBWXPTIEFERLINTWARWLA, GBLUP AU TR I N H—Dh — 2 L2 v
7- RKHS R Ic b T % 2 LSRR L HEEETE 5, v olE ) T, BT X 9 2oy
BICR L CTX, B2 FEZHOWAZEDREEILWEEZONS, ETILVOREN EICHBNT %
AT =21k, FHIE TV ZDHDIKET 2006 TH 5,

7o, FIMEENIRELICBE T 2 IO TifETh . BRIVICHIBEEM 2 5 H 3 2 Rkl
DTS SN TL Ry, BBEIEE TR, BRVZIIMEMOER1% OB ICHEE S
Nd, SOMERT /Iy 7 TFHICEWTHEIET 21T 5, PIZIE, ZBDOL—7r v A3
7TOEIEEPICOWT, TEH T L IC 2 0% 3E550ili 3 2 ilBi 2 0 D R U, e
ZRODEDET ) LS T 2 THETUVEREL 20, Lo RBEHaIciES NS,
ZOLE, 2HIHICHRIERHET 2 XERMIE T HHHORBRZ B E Z TRETIRETH DL, OF
D, ZNFETOMPLEE 2 TERNGIM T =y 2#ESZ T, ~EICFLOGHIMT—% %
ERID L, LR NET -y OBIRNARICES EHEZ N5,

DED X))z, RoNZBOIT —2 THREDOREWET VEZEBT LI LIZT /) 2y 73
BT Z2EERETH D, BEIEEIZZOMRE L 25 2 LIS, L LA sBRT
k. RENZEREE TV TH 5 GBLUP 1B L CHEE) A EIE WA TR TN Tw 5 DA
THY., BEEEREHETLVERH LS 7 2y 7 FHICEWTERTH 20089 IdHEEE 1
TV, BBEIAEIZELONRICOWTHHTH 2 2 EDBREBENITRIN TS 50D, 7/
2y 7 PHITTHO SN BIIVIMERD v —h —B8ETHT— 52, ) 4 ADKE LT —
FIZH L THHEMHERE T 203K TH S, 22T, AifgETld, a2z HWTT /2 2
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7 TPz AT ) 5A OFIMEN OEPUCREE) Y H 28 L 7o, e & LThRiThizeicer /2y 7
TN BT 2 ARNEREERINICHED O 5 7z SVM 2w, HEOFET—5, BLU 1 DMl
T8 ZMHOTY T aL—vayzfT) 2 LT, BEYEIC K > THIMEEM O 4 X2 Hify L %
D35 PEREE 21 ETE 20 oW TRGEEZ T 72,

3-2. MBl - Jrik
3-2-1. pHFEE LTy /) Ty 7 FHlE SVM

BIENWMR 21T ) 701, BN 2ER L, 29 TRORKZHIKT 208 B3H 5, 7
J Iy 7 FHICEWTYH, #EfERORFMZRFE T VICL>TTFHIL 720512, HE LT
iz b ORMEIERT 22 LV LIELIXITONS, 205G, &2 R/MaiBEKT 2 0MIKT %5
D AESSEIZ VT DA R E oo T B, L7addo T, HfliZ ik 2179 i, @K
NHEREZFDTINNE y=—1 12, BIRSNIRERZMO I L% y=+1 12 LT, ZfEHSH
mEBET I Th 3,

B E KO I BERHBEIC X > TRES RE 2, HlZIXBFIHICOW»TE, MRl R -
M IZEE L 20w EIRKEINE Z L%\, £, HEOFEZ ISR R T 2854
ZATRE O LIBEE) 12k, HEOEBRMEO N7 v ADMbh 22 bdH 5, 512, i
SODBENTORESTE Y., ZN2BA WKL S TEIKNT % X9 28Kk LIFLIRTH
b, 29 LEeSRa@ikliconTlEi2 2 L biid THETH 223, ABZECldiitio
7O 1 DDOWEDA%EHZZ, HoTw3d 7 —%%y MBI 2R EAL 20%058 KD, ED O
S80%WHIKDRRTH 5 LIRKE L 72,

AWETlx, BRI 7 Sy 72 PRNCB T 2 HHENR SN TS SVM 208 s L TERHL
72 LLF. (Bishop, 2006) 220, fiifiic SVM ICOWTREid 5, hE. AWZETlE, &%
W1 SDDOERBIEZFFORNDOAZIL ), ZhICid, H 3 RMORBEEUE L L TEEBdEAD
BREOREM (e.g. FMPEELhIME) 2 HO25ADHYT S, LoT, UFTE2HD X
INRBE M LN %2 KB, TRXTNTRET 2,

HLRMi(=12 .. NODfETXNZ y L L, A1 (v—h—8ETH) %2 PXRILRT P L
x LT, AT k)% (QRICOFHIERNRT F L @,=[9,(X), 9(X), .. 9T DT D) HTE %2
THEER f2EZ B,

yi = sign(f(x;)) GE.1)
fx)=wle@+b (3.2)

2 IT, sign)ld z OFFEFRIETHIUL 1 2, ATHNIE-1 25228 CH D, BB fix) 3
20 UADIEZES D ERET 3, £, w iF @)ICHIET 2RI DEAXRZ AL THD ., b
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ITERA DN EZ RO D AN T —CThH b, WA, TEEAZRET S LI

L7eoTiitiZe wB KO b Z2IRET 2 2 & LEITH %,

SVM T, BUT DRl S mEbMEIc X > TwB IOV b 2ED 5,

argmln {— [lw]|? + CZ El}

subjectto (WTe@; +b)y; =1—-5, § >0

_ 0 (WT(pl+b)y121O)&§
El_{lyl_f(xl)l (WT(pl+b)yl<1O)&§

CIZC CIRBRAaRIRIA—F LIINZIEDER L B/ F7 A =7 THD,
FCHRT 202§ 2, £/, EIEAT vy 7ERETIEINS,

Al 7 — 5 i<
(3.3)
(3.4)

AT EORE

A(3.3) DN EFolfbilEIZ, 777 VY 2 DREFRBIEICEID, o & BET T TP 2T

BELTUTOX) ITERINS L2m/MELT 2REICEZIRZ 5N s,

=_||w||2+cZ§l Za{(w @ +b)y; —(1-%)}— ZBEL

3.5)

7272 L. AEAMH# 2B $ 2 Karush-Kuhn-Tucker &fE & LT, {LED i lzDOWT

a{(w'e; +b)y; —(1-§)}=0
Bi&i =0
Wi +b)y; —(1-%) =0
Ziiite SN D 5,

L % BBy Lk

N
w= Zai}’iq’i
i=1
N
0= Z‘Xi}’i

i=1

ai:C—Bi, Vi

INSORREERBEGE I LT, a={ahey v QBT 2 EBLRE
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(3.8)

3.9
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L(a) = Z o; — Z o0,y @ @) (3.12)

N N N
=1 =1 j=1

L 4

2L ENTEDL, I I ETadRED, FoNfa® H(3.6), A(3.8) ICAAT 2
CEICE o TBDRAZER 2 KD 5 T ENRTE B,

HBI2ICE VT, ¢ N ¢'e,DTETDAR a DHEEICHFLE T 5, 510, HHEER f(x) =
wle+b 122w T, X@B.9YLD

N

f6) =) wyiepe+b (313)

i=1

DD IO, Thbh, DHERS FFHIERY PLVONBEICOARMKET 2, 20X I BFHY
X7 FVORBERZ T TR TE 2TV, A—2VEOPHA T TE 2 2 LD oNT
W AERD 2 ODAHRT F IS U TE £ 5 B8 k(e,x)DIEZ i, j BFRICKD 77 MTHIK 3
PIEEME 2% & &, 2 DOBEE A — FOVBIE & W, SVM 1E, R EZIHRINICED 72 { £ b,
H—=FVEEE T ZEONETERT LI N TES, LSHHSINE =2 VEIBUI S Y A h —
FNTHD

2
k(xi,xj) = exp (— M) (3.14)

LERING, 22T hZIEDEZ L3N T X =Y TH D, KZETH, TOHIRAH—%)L
RO SVM 28 L7z, B A7 AW —FNVOHEICHET> T, ~— B —EBEFHIZTRT
DR —=H—IZBVTEEZ 012, oz 1129 2L 2T o 7,

77 2y 7Pl E R & B Z AR, B & AR 50% T oIl 5T, —Ic S
LORREE 7 5 (R T — %4 ; imbalanced data), il 2 I$AWZE T, Bk X N5 2T
D 20% Lk, ABIIEGD 4154 S EET 5, 2O X ) RRPLTHEE 2L T L
9 & BEEREYNICE £ S R WATRMESMERM I N TE D BRA ZOLESET S Tw B (He
and Garcia, 2009; Blagus and Lusa, 2010), A#f7ETl&, SVM IZE W Thx b i 2 A5 —
F NOMNE? s Error Cost DFfifii#1To 7, Zu. b & Do {biE

N
1
argmin {= ||w||? + Cz &
wb 2 i=1

DROY I, IEBFIEAPIREZ AT A—FZHALT

Ny N_
argmin{%llwl|2+C+ Z &+ C_ Z Ei} (3.15)

w,b ,
{ilyi=+1} {lly;=—1}
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%EZ2 55912 SVM 2BIET 2 5ETH 5 (Akbani et al., 2004; Huang and Du, 2005), 7=
2L, JlT—2ic8 T 21EMOH%E N, L, AlloE N. L L7, IR TIA=FDK
ZWVIEE, ZDT 7 ADMBHIIIE L WRF VT 4 Bd b, KoT, FUBDhnGor
FADWVTDRIAAINRIRX=FZRECHET LI LT, 2D 7 7 ZADIEERz2 EIXNIE
DHIENTED, B, LENAIA MR A=Y DFEICOVTUL, #EBHIE LTIEF L &
Bloiithz 5 2 &3, RICET TG TREIN TV %, WD SVM TliE, 2R P87 X —
% @ default fi% 1 12 % % (Chang and Lin, 2011) 7-& ., Aff%<Tld ¢, =N_/N,, C_=1 &
WNIRA=FZFEL, ZEIRT 7 AT 23R 87 A= 2BEEMEICR L DD, DEIRY 7
ZADBGE R L CHIR L2, &8, 7/ 2y 7 FHIICET % Ornella 5 OETHZE T, HD
BB E Al DOEIGE 15:85 TH 5 & T A%, FHEDEE TIE 40:60 ([ZFHIIFET— & 2 0 L T
HIE 3 L) ad hoc Z T K%ZfT>TWw3 (Ornella et al., 2014),

3-2-2. HEEh~AE DL

2 2CIE, BEEEIC DL T, Settles DfREE (Settles, 2009) = TSI LTI 5, 13U
. BEEHOBBELHE L CHERT 5, RIC, BEEIEE O RE . HE IS IRLUIG
CTREENEE ORI L L HICHH L, SRS 2y 7 FHNCE T B REREN ZF D Ericy T
T E 2025, 51, BEIEEICE W TR 258 2 B 7 ERERE (query strategy)
DIH L. AiFZETH 72 uncertainty sampling & FEE3L 2 HEEICOWTEHHT 3,

ol
L

% Ot T, BT — 513, BEEND S OIEERIERTH 5 2 L ES NS,
TERM S N GIIT — 2 13, W ORDFER Y Z 7 IIZHAEDR R, Bl TRHEEM O &)
e T 25a1d, BT — 2 BEERME SN TV 213 BRWTH S 9,

L LAans, FEYZA7I2X>TUE, XY —y otz aryru—1932
kD, HETPHBEZFEHET 2700 E LT =y OHEMS T, H50IE, ACHEDT—
& PR 2 L2 2 EMNTE S, Settles (£, K31 DX) RRMEZHIRLTV2, &I
BoIZ, &7 =700 7V ERLT0S, ZOHITIE, £7 7 ADAI x 1E, 20D
Ve 2 2EBIERS AL S BRI N TS, FRORIE, &7 —% 2 6 MIEAIZHIT— 5
ZHE L TEHLADEERTH D, R PEROKIZ, BEOPREEEFIGE VT — & 2 ERANICH
HLTHEE LR ch 2, hEBRETEZIERS L, SEBOIBICH NS T—2I2 &
ST, MHERBIIRES AR I ENEETES, ZoLH I, BHEOMELAMIIC X 2FIET
— & LREEIICE D SNl T — 7 Tk, B o EEBOMENEL B,

BEIEE T, 2wy — g cEEBotRE R X5 2 L2 HWIC, BEERS & EE
NBHT — 2 OBIRFEEICEDEIH T — 2 ZBML., FEBRZEHIT LI EZHDIET,
Settles 13, EINARMPLRKDENB I A7 ICE > T BEFEZUTD 32ICEMLTw3,

Membership query synthesis
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CDIA T, FilGBEMITRET =%, Mo6pDHETERT S, 1~9DFFHFE
B ik 2 BN T UL, BT BT — 7 (3B L R R B c i B, R
B, BRI X > CTHEINICTbI S, AffE, 20 & 912 U TER S - Bk 5”
N1I~9DENITYTIZE 202 HW LT,

Stream-based selective sampling

ZDY 4 TR, ABN, 0, BHGENICT =5 DANBIETE 2 L) A2 O
NEMNTIHT =5 LT 20 E02HWT 5, LROFESHTFOMTIE, A TH %
"I~9oEnpPHESNTORVEG BEA oD, ZnE ARIC X > THE L#T:
AT — 2129 2 %m0 d, HEEIGIC X > TABRICHES N, AR, JIl7T—5
LT REL LW ENBERDOAIZOCT, 1~9DENUTYTEE 202 HWT L T L,

Pool-based sampling

ZDZ A TTIE, BRHHIANIDRETEZoNTWE I L2 MET S, 209 LD
WKOWTHNZARNS 2 E2BDRL, PEHBOEREZ LI Tw L, FHEEFOHIT
X, /O o KEDFESHFOMGBRSBE 2 onTE ), EFEIKIC L > T, oz
WTAMDP T ~9DENUCHUTIEEL 02T E2RE DD EZIRET 5,

BRI 77 ) Sy 7 PRNC BT 2AIBEEMORE TlE, ZHORH GEEERSS, BEaEO
EHiCh 2T F 1 I3FHHFHEE) O~v—h—BETHEIEZ N, 209 B EDRM% MG
TEIPERIET B ERKRD SN S, T pool-based sampling I2H TIEF 5, FEERITId, &
BERIC> =7 v 292, BREOEBTTH MBI & %2, 2% EQBM» S BRI
F— & Olins G 2 55 stream-based selective sampling & pool-based sampling D #l& &
HED L) RIS TICHESI NS, AR TEREDO 7O, FHINC R TORMD Y — A —
EEETR (AT DBEaCch D L L,

BRI, BEEEEIC BT 2 Bk 9 . uncertainty sampling (2D TS %, Bk
W%, REEIFHDOREZRO 2RDBEELZSDTH S, Ho L XSIHMEKIX, k) 7 —5 DMk
HPHO 208G EICk>THRZZD, ROAECHVOLNTWLSEHDD 1 D% uncertainty
sampling T®H %, i FERMBEIZN$ % uncertainty sampling TlZ, IO TEINS Ux)
DREVHDEZRDIFT—% £ LTESR,

U(x) = min{Pr(y = +1|x),Pr(y = —1|x)} (3.16)

ERED. 2O U, HEAN X IKOCTRADY 7 RICFHIRT 2HERMB 1, IR KDY 5
ANTIET BHERD0 EPHS N L ERMEUE) =02 &0, WHDZ 5 RO TR
2305 EPMEI NI E SHRAME UX) =052 L%, ThbE, TEBMEPS L ATITOWTIE
INSTREIC . DI AMEDP IR AT O WTIEIRERMEHICR S, ZOMWED, U)IZHED BT
— & DR DS uncertainty sampling & X IZN 2 TH 3,
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3-1. Gl — 2 12 &k 2 73R OE

REFD2 77 ADT7 )V EREORET—% % 2EBIEHS M6 100 328K L7 (&
B)o SOT—2ICBT 2mEHIEERIE x4 =0 ICHEFINTw 5 (KERER) ., &7 7 A0 5
IR 20 O T—2 & L COBSMEER L OB FETH D, K7 7 A THDEIR
W 20 MO %7 —2 & L Tz ER L 72D T TH 5, ZoflTix, TEDIZ)
DEDEFISEGERZ R L Twa, &E. ZOMTIZHES & LT Fisher OREABI 4T %
Wiz,
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3-2-3. 27 7 A SVM % 73#ids £ § % uncertainty sampling

AHETIE T /7 Sy 7B RO EER E L T2 7 7 A SVM %z Hw Bk & L T uncertainty
sampling % f\>7z, AHiTld, SVM IC X % BB~ IC uncertainty sampling 2 # /] $ % ik
DVTHNT %,

SVM (3 FEfERN 4% TH b . uncertainty sampling (28T Ux)Z KD 2 72 DI by 7
7 AR Z 5 272\, L L, 227 7 AFE»ORTOT — 8 BB M TRE 25611,
HEE L 72 BB X D 52 5 N RHT — & 08Tl

N

f60 =) @y +h (317)

=1
DREFHEDS 0 1TV H D Z RO T — & & L TES E VY uncertainty sampling 232 R X 41

Tw» % (Tong and Koller, 2001), Z#uZ. SVM O BEV & 5172 72 AT x DFEEEDER b /N E W
bOERDIIMT—% L L GERZ L Z2EKT 5,

HB0IFMDSGEE LT, SVM O FHlIlcB W THEERICHY T b 0z#EL, 2z
(3.16) ICHWB Z LbEZ 65, SUM ICET 2B ERIE, P A T4 v 7 7E4 FREEZ
HOTHEERIT) LW TE L0, HEMEPZULMETH 2 LIFRS W EERINTw 3
(Tipping, 2001),

R @ {kernlab} Sy /r =22k, v R 574 v 7 7€ A PR ZE V- FHEREROHEEE

(Lin et al., 2007) 2FEEINTWE, L2rLERLALXI KBTI LL 2ok TN
2 FBMERIZZ LTI RN C D5, A% TlE Tong & Koller 12k WiREI N kR HWT
uncertainty sampling #17-> 7., AWRICE T 2 2HREIZHTEEE T E R0 AlEEMED H 2 23,
ZNnz|mEL 72,

3-2-4. K FREUC & 2 RS L D BT
W TR OMRIIUL T O TER SN2 7 FREIC L > TGiHis 1L 3,

Nrp + Ny

N (3.18)

Accuracy =

7272 L
N = nTp + npp + nTN + nFN (319)

TH5, ZIT npp,npp,npw, ey (FENETNEGE, Bl BEE, BEEOY v 7V Bz
KR
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LL, 2OX)ICERINIDEREILX, &7 7 ACHBT 29 Y TVEPRESERLL A
BT — 2o L Tid, BWiEEE 2o w2 3% % (He and Garcia, 2009), # D% [¥] 3-
2R LT, DEBERELGDERT 0.9 E5oT0w3, LarL, EOKIZ, BTOF—Y 2%
IRD V7 7 AL TET, oI PHIgE LTEYTIE R,

k 122 (Cohen’s kappa) &FFIEN208EMSEDOIEEZfEH 2 &C, ZOMEZ & % FLEE[R)E
T3 2 ENTES (Ornella et al., 2014; Cohen, 1960), « &%k

_ Aobs - Aby chance (3 20)

1- Aby chance

EEREIND, TIT, A, RFEBEO—BEE CEFEODEREE) . A, . FEAO—EEKTH), X
DEIITEEI NS,

_Nrp+nry

Aobs - N (3-21)

Nrp +Npp  Npp + Npy Nry +Npp Ny + Npy

Apy chance = N N N N (3.22)

K BRE, I OTBRIE R RO —BERE2ERE L THIEL 72 b D LMIRTE %, X322k
W, EDRICEIT S k REDEIZ 0, HORITET AMEHIF 0.286 L Z4->TE D, k{REZM
L TRYMNGEHEISTE 5 2 L5, RUE TR, 2Ok REz vT SVM ol
AE 2 5Tl L 72,
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BEDI5A BEDI5RA
5521 H522 5521 5522
%iﬁllgim‘: 95X 1 90 10 %5!3']?1’1‘7": 795 A1 85 5
77% 5522 0 0 772 5522 5 5
PIRIE=09 SERE=09
K R¥=0 K {%%1=0.286

3-2. STBREEE & KRB
2ODEL BPBTFORERITHIG S 2 0BRE & k REE R LT, EROFIR EARDFIR

T, REI8YIC L > TERINANEREEIZ L HI20.9TH AP, K RBRBZELDEHEES0THD .,
FHEDLE 0.286 TH 5,
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3-25. 32l —3avyORE

BB AR X o T T — 7 23858 2 & CRIRNIC B ES N LT 202 MGET 5720, &
Sal—YavickaiiziTot, YIaL—aryTlE, Mo kdc, F—FDEMNE T
HETVOEFZEDRL %,

o RIHDKZWIZ) D5 20%DZMINERDNRTH D Z 1L D 80%D Ffi
DYEHKDNRTH 2 LT 5275 ANHMERZERL .

o NEKEEZMIET2-ODTANTF—FELT . ETF—FLy bV 7 UEIC K
T, 100 22 e EAE, 720 W — &&LTSO%F%EW%V“
AT,

o 1ZUDIE, WHIHIGET — 4 & U CTHEMEAIEIZN 50 BfIC OV T DA, FKHAN
bhroTwsE L,

o HBHMRMDZMZ . BRIBSREZ T CEHti L. T —2IMA B2 LT
LE L7, 220, ~EIZHEGRABTE 3 2HENI 50 2L TITHD EL, &2TD
S MG REET 2 F CHRGHBE E FHIE T ILOETZBEDERL 72,

o &iit 1,000 KIEDY T aL—varv&iTof, ET—FDICEVTET AT
— % WIS 2 1212 1,000 MIAERYT 5 2R T, ¥ S aLb—vav
T =8 DIRFTICE WL, BB TFHREE X ORBEDOSBUERIC 10 Mo kKE% &
D, BRI NS T — Z 1o TG O Y 7512 100 [Hl o [)KAg % 5% 72,

iz 1E, 330 RHEDOETF —F ThiUuX, 7 AT —% 100 28 & g 50 B2fi% £ 3 MIEAIC
HEBO, ZORIIARBBZMOI L 50 22 BACHET A2 L2 3MERDIEL, 4RHIIHED O
0% FmEHABL T, 1HDEIaL—vardKrd s,

SR % F O TRl 2 179 Bt 2 R FEHE & L ¢, REBLRA O B o HAEL I HHE T 5

R RIS (ZEFE) L. Hiffi TR 7z uncertainty sampling (230 % Ml 5 R & %

75'7 (REEh~E) @ Zjﬁib ZHOWT, YIab—va vkl - Bt 2iT-7%, FE%2T

) RHDEIIEDE I L 2 3FREIE, TA LT =S DO FMZTR o7 & D k FEZE T
A L 72,

YIial—vavorleTacit, A7 A=V EH VI SVM & vz, A — %V
DH/NT A Z hid, EFAVREREICHG 2 DNA = — A —8ICHE L 72, ZD&REIZ. SVM e
72254 7790 Tdh 5 libsvm IZBWVWTT 7 4 )L MCEREINTWAETH S (Chang and Lin,
2011), AT — 2 IR T 272012, IR 7 )54 Error Cost O#ffli #2177 > 7=,
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3-2-6. fHL7T—%%v b

PIal—YvavIilkAITICiE, UM T 3200ETFT—FE, 1 O0RMEFT—% 2/ L
77

4 FBIEEIFT —% (RiceDiversity dataset)

RiceDiversity (http://ricediversity.org/index.cfm) 232 L T\ 2 A4 2B EEH O EE T
B RERF—% 2y DI LB, RHEDOBEILHEED TG IZH W 6 17 395 R, 1,311
SNP = — 7 — D& {EFHF—4 (Zhao etal., 2010) £ k¥, g 3 E£BAF—% (Zhao et
al., 2011) Z 7z, RERT— 21213 34 JREDGEUR S (LT /o0y, ARIFZE Tl — IR

(Florets per bpanicle) , Aberdeen 12 £ 1} % B{EH (Flowering time at Aberdeen) , Arkansas
2B B EAfEH] (Flowering time at Arkansas). Faridpur ToOBA{EH] (Flowering time at
Faridpur) . $&5£3% (Panicle fertility) . % (Panicle number per plant) . 53 (Plant height) .
fii 75 (Seed length) . —Ff##%% (Seed number per panicle) . ffi 7-1fif& (Seed surface area) .
fi7IE (Seed Width) @ 11 WE Zf#HTICH 72, %8, 395 %MD 5 b, Wi d 2 LEIAH
FIHAJRECTH - 72 2filE 374 B TH o 7=, 772 L. WHEIZ L - T D Bk D R IAAIfEDS
REL Tz, ¥ Ialb—varyTHesn s R8KiE, WEILItbTIhIic® i 2,

CIMMYT 224 ¥5—% (CIMMYT wheat dataset)

CIMMYT o a AFXHFREICE WL TSI N 599 R, 1,279 DArT (Diversity Array
Technology) v —# — D5 — % % > 7= (Crossa, 2010) , BRIl & LT, B2 2 85 (E1-E4,
FERIARH) 1B 1T 2INE %2 0, 70 1 ICHEL I N7 b o5l ST\ 3 (vield El, E2,
E3, 8XWE4), B, DAIT v —Ah—13E:~—H—ThH 35720, SNP v —h—LI1Z®ZLD
x €{0,1} &\ fERHZH O TERLINE D, AL Cld~—0 —8a Tz EHELLL <Y
DAN—FNEHET 20, MHEANEBIZOWTORIEZRBICHE L vwEEION
%,

Perez 2 X5 —% (Perez’s_wheat dataset)

200D ALFDT—4 & LT, Perez 53 L 72 306 &#t. 1,717 DAIT v —A—DF
— % % L7 (Perez et al., 2012), ZDOF—%+t» b Tlx, IN&E (yvield) 23550 %2
St (HZIgSMED oM d D ¢ drought-bed, 285D OHAZ L« drought-flat, RS2
fAd> b :irrigation-bed. #EESA:H DA% L @ irrigation-flat, MIRZEtEA 20 d O :heat-bed)
T 2010 FFICHIEI N TV S, D) b, RSP DD b . HESAE» D LD 2 54
TlE, 2009 FIZHPNESBHE I N T/, 26 1d 2 F/OFGIEZ 1 D DORBIE &
L THWw,
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F7Eway 7 —% (Maize dataset)

CIMMYT a4 X7—% LHUwm X HEHINZ N 7Enas o7 =9 2L, 25563
CIMMYT 2L T3 b 7ERITHFREIIEWTT = BEESINbDTHD, 264 R
#i. 1,135 SNP 225457 —%12y FTH D, REME LT 2OD5M (Halgseft : SS, Severe
Stress. BEREEEA: : WW, Well-Watered) TOUE % T I 72,

A5 — % (RiceSim dataset)

ERL 724 FBEHERT—F D SNP v — —EBETFHE2H T, QTL OEERD RA
LR EZY S 2L —v a Ik DR L7, 2 1,311 SNP = — 7 — 2 5 H{EL I EATE =
— A —ZIERIARICHE D B %2 52, BERIGC T —A — 2R ERERO K Z 3 2 it
L7z, 2ZTlke~—h—cdin 3 QTL o#l4E& (p.QTL; percentage of QTL) 2% 1%, 5%.
10%D ZNZFNDBEITHOWT, BEX (h2) %2 0.2, 0.5, 0.8 £ LT, &4it9EY &<
KT —7 ZER LTz, 277 L. Ay S aL—varvTld, QILE L TIR 252 -~—h—
HETIVRERICHHTE S & L7, EBRICIE QTL EERITHFE L T AR —0—BFET 5 L
3EZ IO, LEeBoT, @HEDYT /) L7 A4 Fe—=—IlHEILPHIZ, Ay T2l —va
VICHIRTHEMET 5 L FlIN S,

AT — % 2 O BT Ic B W TR, BEOBEETIER DD > Tw b 720, T T VIR
%2 HWTER L, PHKEILEE FREZ S & ICEHE L 72, QTLO#HEEZ> S 21— a v
LiBa L, ET—2 I b L oBREERE N IE, B BB EZ b 02 AW T
FERHIi 217> TWw 2 DIk L, #ECld, REEMEZ 85 IUE & AOE L CTRERHIi 2 17 -
TWEHTH S, BEDEA. BRESHMIRE CEEREMEG UL, RHAME &EEFRED
b7z D BREL B 570, BEFHOMRICOFET LEZ NS, KT THVIHET—
7 CIMEAR Z L ORBIEUEDSAFII N TRV, BEROFFEIZTES, oML T
EF—F%H LICEEZMABDENEETH 7, 2D, ETF—yTHonfEZ2HLE
T5ZE2FEHNIC, REET—% 2 HW @iz iT-o 72,

35



3-3. Mk
T =28 2 REEEE DA

FET—=FITB T, REEE LREIEIC X DENZEML 72 & E00EEE (k7%
DEEK 335K 36 1R L, WITNOT—=F &y MZBWTH, BEIAHICK>TES
N3k REOMEIX, ZEFHICE>THRONZDBDID L, BLAXRTHWHEEZR LKL, VWolF
J. A RBEEFT—4% D Seed length ¥ CIMMYT 2 4 ¥ 5 —% @ yield_El 74 &£, #E@I2AH 12
FoTTF =9 %2BRTZIEICED, PR Tk BB L TOIIFEDLH o7,

ZEFEEICNT 2EAEICK S RO LARIPEIC L > TR > 72, BBEIYEICES «
REBOIEM (B2 VIFFA) KOV THFNEREEZRET 270, 1RIHOT—7:#KR (PN
M 50 RIFICIED EFi7- 72 50 B2 BIM L. 100 ZHOIEET — 2 2 H 128560 k 75) 12
HH L7288 D k 175D 7% Wilcoxson DMENAIIEIC X - CHjfiligE L 7z (ZEMBEICEET %
HIEIRHC TV RY) #RZR 1IN L 2, 23 FEEERT — 2 Ic8\» T, BEEE &%
B O k BB DL, /AMiE-0.019 (Seed length). HitfEi+0.044 (Seed width). mAfH
+0.0575 (Florets per panicle) TH 7%, BEYEHZHOIGEED c RED ERIZ, 222 WE
DI L 17T IEIZE\WT b%HER/KETHER I NI, AUAERKECBWT, BHFHICL>Tk
REDITEL 2B 3TEDOATH o7z, YD LS, BEIEEIC X - THl T — 2 %%
RT22LT, ALT—FHTONHREDORCET VDR TE 5 2 LRI N,
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Rice Dataset

Florets. per. panicle Flowering. time. at. Aberdeen Flowering. time. at. Arkansas Flowering. time. at. Faridpur Panicle. fertility Panicle. number. per. plant
1.00-
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L]
L] L]
. ¢ 3 : o3 i =
« °® o° 0 ®e
0.75 []
. L]
5 ]
. L}
.8 8
L) oo ©
. . e e
0.50- s <
oo L3
L) ' . :
o0 s 8
l H
0.25-
® of
.8 38 o
. o®
) ’ ' ' . )
Y L3
. L L]
0.00- I . HH s ‘
B° . S5
Q o ° O alo o
.
g .
S method
2 g ' ' '
.2 Plant. height Seed. length Seed. number. per. panicle Seed. surface. area Seed. width S0 100150 200 ‘ RS
& 1.00- B3 us
Q
o
0.75-
0.50-
0.25-
0.00-
L

3 . . . 3 . . . 3 . . . 3 . . . 3 . .
50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200
# of training data

X 3-3. 4 FBIEHEWT — 2128 5 k RBDLAL

Bcs S 2L —v a8 23l7T — & 8z, fitiic « Rz &> OIS K D, e
#2H (US; uncertainty sampling) & Z#/% (RS; random sampling) (2 & 2 77 BEEE D H#E
Bagl 72, 4 2EEHEKFT—2 Tld. L OIECTREIYHEICE VS oD k REDZEH Y
HoZzhz k-7,
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CIMMYT wheat Dataset

yield El yield E2 yield E3 yield E4
L] L]
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L]
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s *. oo H L] o .i oo g°
. og o ° °e 0 00 Lo ~ P P
0.50- R ot et gt *egege o8 °°
TP : e $oesf et (1)
0o 88 ° "':' 0o o0
o ° ‘ PP .. .
8 o
8 method
o 0.25- Brs
=
2 B us
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. oo
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08% e, o o
L]
0.00- g3c e
oo o
P .! . : oo .
LS B 5 ©
0 * 8 03 00 o0 88 o0 s
4 P 5 . H 0
.l 9 % o o A
. L oo
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# of training data

3-4. CIMMYT 2 A ¥ 7 =218 % k REBDZAL

S S 2L —> a3 VITB T BFIM T — &z, fithhlic k Rz Lo MOTRIC X D, 1
#2H (US; uncertainty sampling) & Z#/% (RS; random sampling) (2 & 2 77 BEEE D H#E
B2 L7, CIMMYT 2 4% 57— 4% Cl3. vield B2 % vield E3 TIABISEEIC & D k(55008
Bl o \volE ) T, BRENEE L ZEIAHICIE EAEEDPR S N WIFE (vield_E4) . #ig
BrE 2T LIk D BREEDNEA L CL £ 9TWE (vield El) $H.6Nn7,
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Perez’ s wheat Dataset

yield_D_bed yield_D_flat yield_H_bed yield_|_bed yield_l_flat
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0.75- . ~ e
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# of training data

3-5. Perez a LA X T — %128} % k 125024l

Bcs S 2L —vaicB I 23l7T — & 8z, fiti « Rz &> ORI K D, e
#+H (US; uncertainty sampling) & Z#/% (RS; random sampling) (2 & 2 73 BEEE D H#E
Bzl L7, Perez 25X 7T — 5 DIFHEIZATINETH 203, BBEIYEIC X > Tk (REDHE N
LTCWAEREL L WA L Tw 3 BRESH & N,
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Maize Dataset
yield_SS yield W

i H
0.6 [} s 1
. H
° ° © . [ ]
g . . : : ! !
g04 ! ! method
P
» ‘ RS
g B us
Q
o

i=4
o

0.0-

50 100 150 50 100 150
# of training data

X[ 3-6. bvER AT T—=FIIBIT D k REDEA

Ml S 2L —> a VITB T BFIM T — 2z, fithhic k Rz Lo MO TRIC X D, i
#2H (US; uncertainty sampling) & Z#/% (RS; random sampling) (2 X 2 77 BEEE D H#E
Bl L, PR ay T —¥Tld, vield WW TIZEEE)AE I X 2RO EosBHig I
RBINTe, £/, yield_ SSTH 1 EHDER (WAL 50 ZfEH 6. Fi7clZ 50 JFx A 7285
A) TIFRBEI AR IC K o Tk REDH EL 7%,
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#3-1. KT =228 2B FE & ZETFEICL S k REBDAE

W — % 50 BRI HD SH AT — 5 50 FHAEBA LB D K RBICO LT, BB
EREEEOED, 1000 KIEDY I 2L — a VITBIF 3 EEEZFHE L7 (3%1H ; US-RS),
Fh. K RBOEPERICEL 20 % Wilcoxson DFFSHMRGEIC & - THifllE L, 5%H &%
WEE * T, 1HERVEE T, 0I%EEAVEE " TRLE,

Dataset Trait US-RS p-value
RiceDiversity Florets.per.panicle 0.057 < 2.2E-16 ***
Flowering.time.at.Aberdeen 0.055 < 2.2E-16 ***
Flowering.time.at.Arkansas 0.051 < 2.2E-16 ***
Flowering.time.at.Faridpur 0.019 1.51E-05 ***
Panicle.fertility 0.015 5.94E-04 ***
Panicle.number.per.plant 0.020 3.33E-06 ***
Plant.height 0.045 2.32E-14 ***
Seed.length -0.019 2.11E-04 ***
Seed.number.per.panicle 0.029 2.46E-08 ***
Seed.surface.area 0.045 < 2.2E-16 ***
Seed.width 0.044 < 2.2E-16 ***
CIMMYT_wheat yield_E1 -0.010 0.0390 *
yield_E2 0.010 0.0444 *
yield_E3 0.014 0.0065 **
yield_E4 0.006 0.2914
Perez's_wheat yield_D_bed -0.005 0.3577
yield_D_flat 0.015 0.0048 **
yield_H_bed 0.011 0.0032 **
yield_|_bed -0.015 0.0073 **
yield_|_flat 0.013 0.0083 **
Maize yield_SS 0.020 1.16E-07 ***
yield_WW 0.093 < 2.2E-16 ***
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AT — 2126 1F 2 BEE~E D H M

70 % QTL LB ER 2k L TRIAMZ AR L 22 RET— 716 LT, AkICEEEE &
ZEFEICL D k RBDOLAZKRL (K3-7), 1EEHD T =& R2{T7% > 780D « FREUZEE
T2 FIERAAZOBER IR 2 RICE Lol (K3-2), BITORIR, KIET—5 24T 2 HE 2L
ATHATH, BEIFAEHICIDEOoNS k REDRHFEDZ N2 RIS 2 L3k (| EinEP
QTL OFux LT, BEEEH I ICIE T 2 L B X o ife,

k. BEEL QTL OEHIEG MBEIYH I ITTHEIC O W T, X &R o B A - R
HIRE 2 kS R G A I 2 Do 72, B2 1E QTL OEIGDS 1% DA ICHEH T % &, BRI &
&L ICREEN Y E L ZEIAE OB T S p ML TWwW 523, QTL OFEED 10%I127% % & 2
DEANZI 2> T B,
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RiceSim Dataset
p. QTL=0. 01_h2=0. 2

* o Clo
0.8~ < [
0.4~
0.0~
L
p. QTL=0. 05_h2=0. 2
0.8~
©
=
a
2
o 0.4-
=
()
<
Q
S
0.0-
p. QTL=0. 1_h2=0. 2
. .
0.8~
0.4~
0.0-

250

p. QTL=0. 01_h2=0.5

p. QTL=0. 05_h2=0. 5

Sb 1 (l)O 1 éO 260
# of training data

3-7. RET— 2128 % k R DZAL

p. QTL=0. 01_h2=0. 8

p. QTL=0. 05_h2=0. 8

p. QTL=0. 1_h2=0. 8

2.;)0 5‘0 WCIJO 1%0 260 2%0

method
=[S
B us

BC> S 2L —vaicB I 2l7T — & 8z, ftic « Rz &> ORI K D, 1E
#+H (US; uncertainty sampling) & Z#/% (RS; random sampling) (2 X 2 73 BEEE D H#E
B2l L7, & BBIC QTL OFIED 1% 086, HERIC 5% D86, ik MRIC 10%D5 4% X
AL, FEINEERD 0.2 oA %, 25HIC0.5 0a%, 35IHIC 0.8 DEAEZKIRL 7,
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% 3-2. RKIET =281 2 REFEE & ZBFHICK D k REDE

W — % 50 RIS EH 72 2387 — ¥ 50 B2 EBALHERD k BB OWT, REBI2EH
EZEEEDED, 1000 KIEDY 2 2L —y a v IcB 2SR L 72 (3%1H ; USRS),
7. kK RBRBOENEEICEL 202% Wilcoxson DFSHIMEIC X - CTHliflllE L. 5%HE 7%
WE%E * ©, 1%ERLEEEEZ * ©, 0.1%EEREE * TR,

Ratio of QTL Heritability US-RS p-value

1% 0.2 0.030 0.00045 ***

0.5 0.032 0.00110 **

0.8 0.023 0.04025 *
5% 0.2 0.008 0.63304

0.5 0.023 0.00229 **

0.8 0.021 0.00815 **
10% 0.2 0.017 0.04143 *

0.5 0.034 0.00023 ***

0.8 0.032 0.00001 ***
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REE)AE I & DTN VR

BEBIEBIC X o THBEE CRIIN D R D 2 D2 MEET 2 72012, EF—FICB T2 11
HoF—#@ERIciEH LT, 1000 MDY 2 2L —v avyD ) bz o RENE N2k
A7 0ERAGCTRLE (X 3-8 56 3-11), 72, B 23WEMTH B RHKIEITN
TR0 E I DEGET % 72012, BIENZHEE D o7 50 RFEE2HE T L ichi L, RV
ko TZzoEEEZR L (K312 3-15), 727 L. 4 FEEEBRT—2 13 11 JBE%
G, RVKIOEHBEZ SO 2720, ZBNICIER 3250 70— 71208 L TERIL 7,

tXFfﬁb%&%k FIETRTOT—F Xy b - JWETER 7T LDEMNCKE 2 EE
DAL TED, FEIEN 2 REDIG I R WRHBH - 72 2 LA, »olXH T, k
AN T LDERIZH B OPDRMBITHLTED, BT EDEIINPTIICRERE LD
HoteZ EWbr D, HlZIEA FEEEIRT — ¥ @ Florets per panicle i, 1,000 A4 100 [A]
Aig LB IEN Do 1B % E D 52— T, —HoRHiE 300 R EE TN T35 (X 3-
9), TXRTOZMD SEIELAIGEIRL 272 &, R & DHHEIRMIEUL —IHIAE Bin(n=N—
100, p=50/AN—100)IZHEH 1FTTH B (T T, NIZT—F 1y bOLRHE) 25, KRSkt
AMTI7LDIZEAER, HOEDIZZD K9 RTHSAMITIZE> Ty, T4k, uncertainty
sampling 23688 L. BEENIVICAKGBRD R ZBIRTETWE T L ZTRBRL T3,

B, BT LLFELRMEZES T L THBMEOSGEICED 2 LIXRS v, BMINLEXRE
FfIE. ZORRTHEAITH 2 T — Y IIKET 2XRELEDSTH S, EBRIC, 4 FEBERT—
% ? Seed length TIHEIZNPCT VT —F L2 THROT — ¥ BHIEIC DT L7223, BEE:
B LAk REDETL TR (K 3-8, £ 3-1), Wi, F7ERIST—F TIhHEIN
7RG 0, B B W0IEA R ORIIE RS D o 72D, BREIYEE IS X o THEIC k R
DEDBEM L T (1K 3-11, % 3-1),

RUYREHOCTIFE S EIGBEREINPC T Lo RMOEL D 2R E 25, BHUOWETH
STHHELUBRINBIINSL T HITTIERWI EDBbhoT, W2 134 2 EBEIRT —% Tl

3 OD 5L 2 A OBEHEIC O W COREIEE CELEMIGEIIN - RHKD I b, sﬁﬁéfL
BouTEL GEENSL T 2o RIE 6 ZOATH- 7 (K 3-12,a), 7272L. CIMMYT 2
LAXF—7Tld, 4 >OBECHIE SN IEICOWT, HEgHE U RFE2:ESMER S o
(X 3-13),
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Rice Dataset

Florets. per. panicle Flowering. time. at. Aberdeen Flowering. time. at. Arkansas Flowering. time. at. Faridpur
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0 200 400 0 200 400 0 200 400 0 100 200 300 400 500
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N mllh.lﬂ.ﬂ | TR :
0 200 400 0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400

selected frequency

[ 3-8. 4 FBEHEIT — 1B 2 PEEREBDOE A 7T 4
A FELEIET —F 12O T, T — % 50 RHFICHED 7 Ll T — & 50 Riffi 2 % 54

FlOF—7BINCBEWTRIZNZAEEZ BRI EICHZ FT., X254 TRLE, TXRTD
E T, BIITNDPTOLRELEITNUC WREREELLEZ Ebr 3,
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CIMMYT wheat Dataset
yield El yield E2

80~

75-

60-

40-

20~

f—
= 0 100 200 300 40 0 100 200 300 40
8 yield E3 yield E4
75-
90-
50-
60-
25- 30-
0- - 0- I

0

1 (I)D 260 360 4[‘}0 (IJ 1 (I)O 260 3[I)0 460
selected frequency

3-9. CIMMYT 2 A X F—2 1B 2808 RNEE DO 2 75 A
CIMMYT 22X 5T —%I22WT, FHiT—% 50 RFEICFED EH7- 2385 — % 50 22 E

SHEOF —ZBICB W TOEREIINAFEEZZH T L ICHZ BT, X540 TRLE, TR
TOET., BIENDTOLRHEDEIZNIC WEBBEE L2 L ba 5,
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Perez’ s wheat Dataset

yield_D_bed yield D_flat yield H bed
25-
15-
15-
20~
15-
10-

0- 0-
g0 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 400 0 200 0
8 yield_|_bed yield | flat
15-
20-
15- 10-
10-
5-
| “
N | ”- N I
0 200 400 0 100 200 300 400

selected frequency

3-10. Perez 2 LA ¥ F— 2 IC BT 2 90ERE DO 2+ 75 A
Perez 2 L X5 —F 12O T, FIHHT—% 50 2T EH7- 2387 — % 50 2 212X

FOF—2BIMIBWGEENMBEZRET LA BT, XN F9LTRLE, 2OF—
Xy b T, IPEICESTER NS 20BN RE L B> Tz,
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Maize Dataset

yield_SS

yield Ww

count

0-
0 100 200 30 400 0 100 200 30
selected frequency

400

X 3-11. FYEQasFT—2IcB T AERNEOE A~ 75 A

FYER AL F—FI2OnT, FIMT— 8 50 RHICHES S Hi 2 AT — 5 50 Fidh %% 340
[l 7 — 38 B TRIEN LS E RIS & ISR LT, EX 296 TRLE, COF—

Yy bTIR, DT =ty MRS L GBIENRT VR E Z ) TRWLRESHIERIC DD
nTurhroi,
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Flowering.time.at.Aberdeen Flowering.time.at.Arkansas

Flowering.time.at.Faridpur

Seed.surface.area

Seed.length Seed.width
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Florets.per.panicle

Seed.number.per.panicle
Panicle fertility

Plant.height
Panicle.number.per.plant

3-12. 4 FEEBEERT — 2 ICB VL GEIENRHOER

A ZBIEBERT — 2 1220 T, WIF—% 50 Rk E Fi- 23T — % 50 B %2 &84
[l F— BN B W T OBIEN BB DS D> 7 B4 50 RFE2IE T LIt L, Z0&ELD
ZRVHNC K> TR L%, 2L, 4 FEEERT =713 11 OIWEIEGEN 70, ZEWIC
BE % 3210 TR L, (@ TIEBIEE coHBICEIT 2% 3E %2, (b)TIFETFOIIR - &
A RT3 EZ., OTIEZNSICEEFNLWEBEZRRAL 72,
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yield_E3 yield_E4

yield_E1 yield_E2

X 3-13. CIMMYT 2 4 ¥ F—% 2BV GEIEN - RO HEE

CIMMYT a AXF =122\, T —4% 50 Rl EH - %37 —% 50 2tz
SHEIDF — 7B EB LT B IEN BB DS o7 B 50 B2 E L iIciht L, 20H
O EXRVHIZES>TRLTZ,
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yield_D_bed

yield_I_flat
yield_D_flat

yield_H_bed yield_I_bed

3-14. Perez 2 AX F—H I BV TORIIN - ZHOEH

Perez 2 LA ¥ 7 — #1220 T, HIMT—% 50 RffICIED S Fr7 il 7 — 5 50 Riffi 2 E 54
[l 7 — F BN E T, FEIENFE DL b5 72 1AL 50 [ 2 TE I L ichiti L, Z20FE%D
EXVEIZE > TR LT,
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yield_SS yield WW

3-15. FYEOR AL TR ICBWLWOERIIN RO EE
FYER IS T—=FIZOWT, PF—% 50 RiFICFE D EH - %AlHT — % 50 Rz ESY

BlDFT— BB T BIEN-EIEDE D> B 50 22 E T LI L, ZOELD
PRV E>TRL 7,
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3-4. EH

AifFZECld, oS E T, 2y 7 FHCE W T, JIl#f7 —4 % uncertainty sampling 12
Ko THREIMIGEMT 2 2 L THBRORBENN LT 2089 0%, BROET—VELV1D
DRBT = 2 ler Tab—va VT OBEEL 7, il 72> 2 2 L —3 3 v OFI T,
uncertainty sampling (2 X 2 J[#7— % DEMIZ, 1ZIFETDOT—F Ly b - FHEICOWTHHE
W (k(R80) ZARNICSE L7z, 7/ Sy 7 FPHlclkbin s 7= 2RMIE, 2N E TIlch
B E DI TO N T E 2 HGWT P HARA S BN & E > W E 2R > EZ o, &
U SRR & FRRICREBIA B EAE T 2 2 L BIIE I N T o 7, AL TE S i
Rk, 77 3y 7 FHICEWTH, BBEAEZIEHL ORI CEEORVE T VBHETE 3
Lzl RRT25DTH S,

PIal—varTli, ZROZRHICOVT—H —BEFHBEANTH 5\ o1X) T, £
RUIRAITH % LIRE LTz, CORER, 5HBFTEIHEDDD LR ETFHING, v—7
—EEFROIE 2 A MIBAETHETLTE D, £ 3,000 2D A FEEEIICOVWTT /L
RPN E 7z (Wanget al., 2018) Z LicfREXNS k)i, BEEFRLEELBERRHKED
77 DEHROHHAREIC 2D D0H 5, VWolX) ¢, REMOIEaA FbE#E 7=/ ¥ EY
PEMICE > TTF2D>2d%H % (e.g. Araus and Carins, 2014) 23, FEEEHZDOL DD R k
T2 ERESTIEE G, 72, HNISSL TRIU R CH > T b B 2 Mg 5 el
ETLNESH D, HDHOIFREEEEZFNCE Z X, BUERTORBIAIE & BEORBED [
CEEEAT., AT RHEMORSEPRRE SN 203 H 572595, 29 LRIz #EARIUL,
SEDRKD T 7 MEHRE, ZOBICBET 2 MHOREREEZ S Lo, E0RHE R AT 2
2 BYNRET 5 &) fEIE, L DGHETEL2bDEEZI NS,

BEIAEHICB T, EEINPTORMIE, ALT—%2y FTHHEICE > TRECE LS T
Wiz, FIE MR EAICEE T 2 4722 (Rincent et al., 2012; Akdemir et al., 2015; Isidro et
al., 2015; Rincent et al., 2017a) Tlx. ¥/ L F—2 X3 #EIHT—y 2hEd 520, &
DX RIEICH L THRLZHENE TN S, ZHFFTEREDOENICL S L ZAKE W,
HENREL TR, £ REPIRE IR TuAVLEAIC, CoRF2RERBRT 2025 L
TV 7, BN S N/ BORFICBET 2 RIEZH W2 2 EXEINTES T, Z
DX BIFEEFREZREIN TR, 7221, 54 ficitns X9, BEAFEDHIBERRELD
R ZIERT 5 2 & T, SHORBENIFE CHE L7 &k ) %, B AORBREREZIGEH L TX
IBR T B RERMZEI SN EZEET 2 LRWREL EE2 o2, AEDS I 2L —v 3
VOREINTRMZ B £ 2 CIIERREICE T 2 P2 RIEIE 5 2 L3, BREOTIE
T—=XD1DE%R 5,

|

KEEOFMETIX, HLMHEIZENTH VIO ERREINTHS Lol eb% ., Lid-o
T, IWEHZ LR L2 PHIET V2 w5 2 EBNAIREGE LS v, BEIFEE THNFIHEM
B ThH, SETICHE SN T2 ETNVICKIT 5 kil FIRT— 2 DER%Z %
BLEIET2bD0THY, HEEDET V) 23 HEEOEEEE) 1O L Thod 2l 7
— Y ZES O DI O AT BERDH 2, 7L, ZOERIIEDTRZLI LR
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FHINS, PHIETAPEZR, RELIT—2 b, 202832720 OELIEE (BBE)Y:
BICEIT 5, HIEE) bR 270ThHs, 2F0 . HEAOHWEE (4o FHlET v - &
RIPHIN L TED &7, EREIECRE i) 2 RN ISR b3 2 iz b 2 1 iUz
5w, 20k 2BEIZS BRI (multi-objective optimization) & L THISNTED .,
PP RMETH O RECNSHT 28 E H 505 (Hunter and McClosky, 2016; Akdemir et
al., 2018), Z HWEHELIE RN R RIK L 22 D 9 2 03B R TR, wituce X, Bl
WAL B M IR Ol 2 BRI 2 TR E T 21213, & D SE BRI AN T - R T L
Y RALDEADPREILZEEZ 6N D,

BRI E OAMEIFHE S RBI N D DD, k FEOHMEIZZUE ERN TR WX H Il
bt (#3-1,3-2), 1,000 [HD> I 2 L— a VEERICOWLTEMICHENZ &,k REDOBIM
BORD KED o -4 FBEEIRT — ¥ @ Florets per panicle D& TH . k BB L1
T2l —ya v 1,000 mH320MH 2 2 EBbrot, Thbb, BEFERICK) T8 &%
RTZZEDPBTROFERZH ZEBHESINT. &< THHEDER OB L A0
RTIIRINT VLR, 220, BEEEZ0bORFITHEDI E2RIET 2 b D Tldk\\Liz
O, ZOMPEZUBBDEFTADH1EA9,

AR L 72 2 7 9 A SVM & uncertainty sampling 13, BEEI2EE O b Yz 7k Ic ¢
Y, EHATABREEEDOTEEZEAHETEILICL-> T, EHIRILSNEREEZEHDL 2 L
bAREZ EEZ oS, TEHETNVIEFEMAEHICBLWTRAMAINTE D, AL THW
SVM ?(Z7>, Random Forest (Breiman, 2001) % XgBoost (Chen and Guestrin, 2016) % i
U s LT aFEZDRMHAIET 2 E A E 2 EOFIEDAHEZMETT2XREZAH 9, 77210,
PEER T EICHOE R BEEN Y 7L ) A LR D 2 EICIFEEPISBETH S, & E, Random
Forest (22Tl query by committee & FEIX 2 BE#IE2 E 22 52X Tw» % (Seung
et al., 1992),

F7o. AWED X 912 50 Rz £ & O TGERT 2 (batch mode sampling) H&12id, 14
YINTOBMT AGE L IZRL MK RHAT L ENEF LW TH A, HlZIE, Hoi 51
BRI T — 2 IR LT, ZNoDBMINTGEDEREZFHT 2 L0 HEHZ2RELT
\»% (Hoi et al., 2006), & 2\Wid, ANEREERCTY 7 A8 —fihizfiv, Z ok % G
T2 L0 kbR &N T3 (Patra and Bruzzone, 2012), ¥ B Ckb 55T —4% T
. BED I 7 A5 — (DHER) OFEPREIND Z DB 0D, ZOHEPKEET % 15
Hixtmicd s EFPREINS,

BEEPHEZ LT 2 QTL %L, 7/ 2 v 7 PHIOKBEICHET 22 2o To»
%, K TIE, NS DRTFBRLZEHORMT—YZ2HeTr I ab—raryzito, i@
FEEHORGICET AW E LI L 72, 2RO I 2L —varoEonficind. hn
5 DR T IFREEN A ORISR E B2 RIET L3S AT, Ey e 0B BRI L
CTHERTETH L 2 EDRRBI N, LEL, ETF—FICBVLTE —HMOE CREEI-E D
K RBEET IS R ont, BEIEENED XS &M CRICEN RO, H2 0w, A
BT GDOITONTIE, X ) EE AR X - TR T 2 08283 H 5, AR TH KR
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BT — 7 B~ — A —FEME . 7, RO % <3k, KO RBIE L7 -5 b
ZHVE ZLBEETH A, £, A TIEEG L &b - 2RT-, Hl S FEEE 0 F K
PHEMME OIS, JEHMIBIER (EUIRP XY > R) DFEICO W T HIRG T 2 fliftid?
b5,

AR T, MESFMEE L CEBREIND T 7 2y 7 PHNCREEIYE 2 w7 o ¢
DHTH %, BFoNAERIZEHEFEOEIEZECRBRT 2D TH ), fBEIEE OIS
EHET 22T, 7/ Sy 2 PO a A b ERELEAT BZREBMOIG 2 2 + 2 {EHT
XL EPMIREEND, L, AETHIESN TORWEELHLCH D, T, BEEY
THATYZALSEEDORMDSH 5, L) EEWLDRILTOY 2 2L —> a3 v RIHEFEMNZE, LD
TSN 72 XL LN, o DEELRMARELEEZEZ NS,
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4. ~ A RIS D BRI OBRNF A,
4-1. i

RN L IFBEHLITHE WA 20852858, & D DIHREFRPIEL AR B LA NDIi
PECBIET 2 IE T2 RS> TR B EEFEZLNTED, 2002, BEAEFD b >LHRZELRNE
REMNMHEICEATE I LIEEMICE T 2EHEEHRED 1 DThH % (Tanksly and McCouch,
1997; Jordan et al., 2011; McCouch et al., 2013), L 723> T, EEEFROIE - AAEE)IE
MBI T H . #lA1E USDA-ARS (United States Department Agriculture —
Agriculture Research Service; K[E ML FHEN) DFTE 3 %5 NPGS (National Plant
Germplasm System; [EVHEYLEZEIRS A 7 4) 213 Th, L4 RAEYTEIC O W TIER 57 75
ZiZ 2 EIEEFRZHEF L Tw3 (Byrne et al., 2018),

D& IR EBOBEEFEPIERICHHTE Z2REBICH 20, 20 MEOS X ) 2205,
HREFZDEGERZMMT 2 2L LTS, 212, H5 AL ABEICRNT 2#)50
DR ZBEERPOA 7)== S LewE L L), b L, &6wW3EEEFRHZ U
A MLV ABRBE T T (Mo afEKERERNELZ > T) dHlicEiud, RLEBOR»->-%
Mz AU EHRARL L GERZ ENTES, Lo, BHERIZRS 1 AW - SEINERCHE
21T DD D . BT~ RIS b RSBERERRHZ AT % 2 & IEAARIcE ., Lk
3o T, BHERIE, EEERD EORHEZIHIT 2XE%2, 600G EEZ S > THRETT 2
WERH B,

ZZC,ar7-avryay (BEEFRD I0%REORHE) »I=-ay-aLr7yay (8
BEIRD 1%ANDORHKE) EMEENS, TE S L TIRA S BBEROSKREZ A NN—FT 3 X951
SN EHPEREINTE L, a7 - aL 7y a v OEHIIRRL BTEPREINTn» 3
(Odong et al., 2013) %%, —¢ici%, HUIBAERS> DNA < — 2 —OfEW. 8 L O, BRI £
RISz 2B L 206K EN % (e.g Kaga et al, 2012), & %1k, FIGS (Focused
Identification of Germplasm Strategy) &FEZN 2, BEIEEIROFRBIAIER & HPRAER (IR
Mg & 2 DEREICEE T 2 M) 2005 28Itk T, HHL T RRBEEICOWTHE R
SEEAT L EPHRINSRZMHEEZME T2 L oAb IN T3 (Bari et al.,
2012; Khazaei et al., 2013), BETIZ, 2D X 5] S 0OFHAERZ b & 12 L TNEBLZ £
MEMHL, 20254l - A7) == 7T 2300 NGB EEROIEHGIEL LW S,

NS IFHRENLGIRO P CEREERZ G T 28N 1A Z R L T05h, BAREDS
MELH 5, HlAFa7? - aLry avyoRit3EBRMOSLREZIRL S AN—F % k5 I12iTh
Nz, REAE LI NS DI RIECHE FEEL EORARNAERETH S, 16
SEOBEEEIZS I T TRV, 4 0FMEFICNIET 2 PEICEI§ 2 REAO L HRIEIZ R
AESnewicd, a7 - avrya VIcABBEFZELRREPEEN TV LREL 20, »
21¥9, FIGS Ti37 7 afERZTEH L T wEBE&RI NS,

D EoiEimz i 200, HENE R 77— GHEiZ N2 285 <. LU, FEDRME
ICIREZIND Z LD\, BEEROIEHENKLETH S Z EX3bhr b, 2 CHEHEN-2OH
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D0, 7/ 2y 7 PHlEHCCERHEBRERE2HEET 255 TH % (Gorjanc et al. 2016; Yu
et al., 2016), RIMIZHART, v —» —BETHITED ITEED» OLMIHIS T 5 2 L3 TE
%, koT, ZHOBEEEREZ L —7 VAL T =2 —BEFHEZIEH L TEITIE, 20—
DWLTRBM 25l L TPl T V2 L, KB 2 5H L 20> > 72 248 0851 HUE 2 >l
THIET. V=T VALLERHEORTZNRICA IV == 7 2T7) TEDTE S, H DL,
INZHEVRELITI LT, PHETVZHEH L 2o GHEBEEERZBZRNICRET S LD
TE5, kE, 7/ Iy 7PN, @FEOFTHEARCEEEMZZ T Tk CEBERICH LT,
FHN D EEN - M EFEATE 5 2 LRI O 5T\ 5% (e.g. Pace et al. 2015;
Chang et al. 2016),

77 2y 7Pl (Ffic GBLUP €5)V) % OBEIEFICKEL S 1 3 BINIPE ICHR 2 FikT
HoHIllF, BEERERICBWTHEHT 2 ICMET 2, BEEROEHIIHERSIEL R L
AMHEEZNRET 2 2 L% 0o, TEEETOREZITOERBENEAT S L) w—D
—BEDIZINT ) Ty 7EREI D DEN T 28EIH 27259, Lo LAaEPs, AL R
HTd o> THMEELR T OEEPEHTE 207 TIERL, Dbl TH 2 - BREADHE)L
Py DX 9 REBEHEIREINGEAICIE, HANEA L RABREAO#EINENRD 515 &
EZoNb, BEBETELTTZO L) BEIGELZSETE S LIRS T, & LAEBD A T
L ATMEEFEEZEZEZ Z2RETHA ), Flo, WERPEICO VT, 1 DOBEEBETFHEICK S
EHEE T A NV AR OEIC X > THB I3 \» 2 LD Z LT % (Palloix et al.,
2009), %7-. Chang & D% /N2y 4 )L Z ISR 2B 20198 <ld. 1 Do s
F2XGWAS T SN2 DD, 7/ 2 v 7 FHllE 2 O E @& 720 TR TE v )L
Az SHcE 2 L ET\w 3 (Chang et al. 2016), ZD k5 RBlE»r61E. ¥/ Iy ¥
MWD EHELRBRMAZ R 7 ) —=v 7L, afHE L ORRRL LR 2L TR L ABRE
ANDOWHIGEPHEFERS M2 EHD L 2 L b, MO THYZ Y 7Tu—F 2 LBdbins,

77 2y 7PN TRRE CENRIZHRERT 2 L v ) HIRIX, & 2 EORELHE &
fERCcE 2, $abb, 7/ Lo FEEIE X 2 VN 70 A%, Ein T x 2 A
e U TCEIEFEUE u 2 & § 2B ux) E AU, BN RET L L3, ZOH
Bux)DRARMEZ G5 A5 x ZHRRT 22 IG5, Lcdi> T, BRI CRES Nk
L7 N3 XLz2BMT % 2 &0, ENEEHEBORERKZMETEI 2L EIN S,

72720, 2om#EIcBWTIE, BB uDPERMTH S £\ 2 EIHERT I20END 5, Fx
ISR MR IZ. EOBIED 615 6 N 2 EIE I u & BREGE e OFITH ZRE y 206 i
WhaETFI x)EHOCTESE ux)ZHETEI LT THS, b LELDETIL X)DEDEIE
ux)ZEL EIRELTH, BROIIBT =5 o H#E SN T VIZEOBEEE T % L IZR
S\, DX, 7/ 2y 7 FHlEHGOEBEEFEERIZ. black-box il & FEXILS
Il L 72 BB XD G Z S i TR IR CIRKEZ R T 2 i LifE & 2 5,

£ 7o, BEHBRENDICH 25 2 56103, REiclv2 7 =25 (v—h —E8s 8

ERBIBOM) D3 TELRZID BT LT XLATRIFIUEE S v, FlZNEERN 7 L) 2
LR OB R HS 1172 black-box fi# L 7V 3 AL TH B H, o 1 FHIIE <
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DA N 2 AHNEHT T 2 & & Ol RE 2 RR T2 2 LICZ DRI H %, @H O roE L
BT, AN x o)y 252 a2 MIEEHTE 2IZENSVEEZLZDPEETH 570,
COX) BREEILT LTI AL 205 EHTES, LAL, WEFEZ T 2EEBEFEREKT
. Ay FEEEEEZITO RIS Z ETE R, ko T, FHiI NS RB e TE S
BROINZ, B K CIRREICIES 2 &3y THETH 5,

A Affl (Bayesian optimization) 1%, ¥ I Z DX 5 RRBUSHEST L7 L 3Y A L7
EEZ6NS, N ARELOMRPHMRIEE 2O REINTED, W20 AE% b
I, L L 72 WRAI DR Z XA ZAHEE LoD, H#EE I NP OFE Mz W TRITH T
ZRRLREANEZRET H L 2BDIKRT LT, PEDOT— o3 X { black-box fi{l
ZEBTZ7LIY RALTHS (Mockus, 1994; Jones et al., 1998; Shahriari et al., 2016).,
A RdEftid, AR T 20252 3 A FBIRECEAICEmO TEITH D, FlZIE
Seko & 1Z, S DECIE Z RIS A7) —= v 75 L w ) MEICR A bz I L <
Vw3 (Sekoetal.,2014), 7z, HEFEEZIZLO LTI AEOM T X =& DFHiICH N
4 R biF R ST 3 (Snoek and Larochelle, 2012), BiZoflcliWE oz a v €
2— % CHEGRIR T 2720, BEOHITIIHE T — XY DR UL %2582 MEEC X - CHHii§ %
T OICR WEIHEKED 02 2 6, XA At e s, 2o k9 ki, BIEE
JBRBEADICHICEWTRELRENICRS EEZ NS,

PlbD X9z, 77 2y 72 FHIC X 2 G EROWRIZ., ~— 4 —#E U g 254 T
DRILHEBRM 2 WNRE LR L A7) —= v 7k LTEHZHEO TV 5, BIEHFDO—
ik WGaHl L. FHIE 7OV OBR L@k 2T) ZE2MDIBRT I EIck D, SRDEIRENAS
TREGART 2 2 Lo S ENLRKZHENTE 2, AUIFETIE. 7/ 2y 7 FRICEED CEIB
HIRRR 2 s U E e A2 . N A Alfl 2 @YNSSH 5 2 itk b, B2 S SIThE -
AT B 7 0 DIBRPIIE 2 IR AT 5, FET —F 2T, Fk 2 IS CRIZERRE 2
YIalb—vavl, PHEOKRE 2RHZERKT 5 &) @ OBEBIEIHRT, XA AR
LIz CERkD, K DR K CRIEHEE» SENRH 2N TE 5 2 L2377,

4-2. ¥ME} - Jiik
4-2-1. RIEDRER]

TR S Ty 2 PR G IORB R 2 . BB bR L L CERAMET 5. BB R
De—H—BEFHAY P L% x. BETHEE 0, LT3 L

u = f(x) +g (4.1)
DD, 2T, RS0 Sy 7 FHETATH DL, e 37/ Ty 7 FPHET LT
FHTX L \WEETEETH D . AT, DNA v— A — 2B FKEET L 5BaEE L Tuzn

ZE, TRV AREWRIEBERET B ICH D 53 GBLUP 74 ED kN Z2E 7 V% W<
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VB EREDEREASTEL 2, WE. 1 OORMS L D ERIEEORBAE2H 513 &
FIUL, B i 0 j FH OO RBVE y, 1385 T o, & B o, 0N E LTRENZ D
©, R@D)EEE 2N,

yij=uite;=fx)+e+e; (4.2)

LEEE, WE, BETRMEAIRZVIEEENZHTH 5 LIRETIUE, BEEFFERD (K
WhERTD) HEX
x* = argmax [f(X) + €] (4.3)
XEX
TERINSG, REORKExZRHRATEI L, HEWVIE, fX)+e ICTEZL IR NEEE A2
X%, ROSNLHIFOPFTHATEIETHS (eHIIREDRFKICEBITSe £ET3), 2T,
X 3= —BEFHE2EOBEBEFEEME TR 2EE5LE T 5,

727 L AR CIIEMO LD, 1 DOZRFICH L T1 >2ORREEL T 2E52 2% 2 5,
7. 7 Ty 2 FPMETFADPHPTE 2 VBB REICOWT LR T 2, iUk b, AifF
FICB T 2 EE{GiE %

yi=f(x) +e (44)
x* = argmax f(x) (4.5)
XEX

EELSIEDTES, kb, MIHEOREIF, HEEEREE THE S KRB EOH S (P12
DD B IS TONBEDAEP) B E2EZ 58I BRELTEL ) 5, /., BRE
T2ET =2 TiE, RBAUED (826 CIZEEEFECEBE 70y 70 VHfEe LT) 1-o0%
- IWEICOZ I DL LA Teiwvid, ZOREVPBHETH 57, BREDIREIX, HIH
DIRED S ETld e & e ZHEHNTTEIT 2 2 ERTERVIOICHHAL RS, LIh>T, K
(4.4)D e ld, ETNTHYITE L WIBIEFIUE & BRESIROM T 2 5805, ZUdid b o xR
EFARI B LICT 5,

FEIZIE, 7/ 2y 7 FMET N BT — 2 Ik > T2 %, L7adio T, RIS
X, RROZRM 2 ERT 5 LBWEHTH S, Sfaziul, L TIELwvy 7/ 2y 73l
EFN DD B ETHUE, REORKE E

X" = argmax f*(x) (4.6)
XEX

ERBINDIREDBDTH DD, ZDOLIHI%RT /Iy 7 FPHlET N L, BEEREZ 2 THIR
CLTCETFL)EMELZELTOHBEONEDDTIER N, L L, KiFFE Tk, BIEN LK E
ELT, ZToOEBER (TaL—varyTiR, 7=ty MIEINILFH) 2 HWTH
PINLETADPROMEPS LVEEZ, 2% freRELKL, 2D, ¥ Tal—2avilE
WTE, RTOT—FZHOTTPHE T VEMEL 2550 B FRHEOHEEMEZFRL, 20
BRAMEZ 52222 REBORMEER L, THICED., HERMPREROBHETHEZ L%
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HET 2 2 & IBEBROBEEIFRETIIAAREZD, ¥ 22—y a YV TOTEZIHET 210H 7%
> TE, RROBEFHEZFEORREBRS NI L) 2 liTE 5 L LT,

VE, ATOREBRFORBEREDT, 4 X LEENZETORMICTO VTR )
CEEMEHET UL, BAORF oA RD 2 I ENTES, AEOREIZ, 29 Ly
DEER XD DL CRBORHERRT 2 EMET 22 L 0H 3, DEh, £2TORMIC
SUTHEBIMATANS 2 LB RBORHERRAT 5. H50Ix, &2ME > 2 RHH2 T 2 H
B33V L 7283 a0c . BT L 7 RE00 9 B ik b G TR A 3 L RIDS, L0 RF O T
(xS LA A B,

4-2-2. A ZAziwft

XA ZFa#{iE, black-box FELICH W SNE 7L ) ZLADHTH, Do T —5 M
TRADBEBORARKELZIRETE L LW IHIREZ LD, TI TR, XM ARELOT7T LTI XL
IZOWTHRH L. BEEEFREZANDICHICOWTHRBICERT 2, &E. N ARk oFin
IZBWTH, BTty /7 2y 7 PHIREEEEREANDIGH Z EH L 2R Z2 Vw5, XA i
WD TN T ALEHEH 2 LT, BEEFEER & OMCBIRIZIFFICHIR TS 2 Z L 03bh 5,

9. XA XARHELOPIIRE L LT 12 ko7 =45 (A x Ly Offl) 23BEAIT
HHHDET L, £, Wy PO oA x (T2 RMT—F LRI LIZT 2) DPERK
HDERET D, R TIE x DED I Bl (BRRBEHOZRHE) 2ERME L 27 KDL 2 K9
23, GEFEDIGHTIE x PGB TH 5 2 EPMEIN D720, RAT—5 3R H 2 L E R
5o FIIT =2 K20 DICT %0, EDX)ICRD 2DIIMERTH 5,

A i, 2200R Ty 72 0iRT 2 ETHBORKELZSIRLCBEETS, 1290
DAT v TIERATH 2 HWEE r 20T —% (WHT—4%. i, RDOAT v 7 EM
INTT =Y EMATT =V EE) DORLRANICHET L2 ETHD, 20bDAT v 713
#3B8%% (acquisition function) & W 2BI8%2 D LIGEMTRERAT—F ZESRT L TH D,
BIENTRAT =210 T, AR 22 N5 2 LT, BT =212z %, LT,
INHDARAT Y 7D 0T, HZBES TRHT 2, XA Atz 1 XIGDAT] x 1ITDWTHET
T35 0KEAM %K 4-1 12RT,

HIBE %2 XA ZIICHEE T 21213, A ZdfeRJs (Gaussian process regression) & WL
NHHEPHG SIS, Z4ud RKHS [Mlfiz XA ZICERE - SHET 28580 Rchh, L
BT/ Ty 7 FHEIcCH NS GBLUP &, #y ZAMfERYFO e Z 2 2 L3 TE 2

(Morota and Gianola, 2014), "7 Z@fEREFOE TV (GERE) 13, X 4.4)ic>0»T

p(ylw, 02) = N(y|1p, K + Io?) 4.7)

EELIENTES, 2T, y kN FEEHED) o7 Ry, p i EREE). o2 135
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7 e DITHL, KIFANZ# x (v — A —8IE5TFH) »6HR I N5 08 a#dTsl (BIfRfsl) <
Hb, TOETIT, p 02, BEMTIIKIZEEFNDE T XA =8 % T =706 HETUL, KA
DAN x KT 2N y OFHDGE%G2 2 L3 TES, APFETIEA Y BROFEIZ R ©
{BGLR} Sy r =Y %W 5 0, 2 2 TRMA A 2| M 2T o2 OFHISME L THY, £
SV p ITIEIERICR F e b O IE i & flat prior & L CEHRTOAGICH % (Perez and
de los Campos, 2014),

W DORA ARELTIE, A x &y DBRICOWTHIB 2BIRZRET 2 2 LIdTE %
Wz, THIKIEA T A D —Z VR — 2V EDOIERI A — 2oL, B, 2ho RS
L7 k) i h—x VBB X hEtRI NS, LeL, 7/ Sy 7 PHlClE, v— 4 —EB
FHRIOHIMANED LI TH S EWHRED D &, GBLUP D X I IZHIEAH — F I i < i
BT ER L ZEDRLIELIED S, AWFETH, 7/ 2y 7 FHIOBEHNIE W, aidtsy
BT %

2 MMT 2
p(uloy) =N uloﬂTo-u (4.8)

EVIFIEA—F NI X > TIRE L7z, 22T, MIBEIIZ 0, i 1 ICHEE L L 7ee—
—BETHRTITHD, PlE~—A—8 (THhbb M DIE) THD, 7., o IFEETHIC
WIBT 287 A= ThH D, o2 LFER WA 2HoMEFHoME L THRHT S, R(4.8)Ic &
20 DR E X, (TYONMAKSEZET1ICT 3 ) BERZRFD, SNP v—A2—%Hw»
256, WA INEIC X %2 BLUP & Ooxfit% 9 % 729121k GBLUP 12 & 2 & {baMENn T
ZUHEMED D B3, AFERTIE DAIT v~ —A—IC & DB TR R I Tw s 7= 2 HH T
528, BETNVHEZTIDIITEREVI LS, 2TOT—F IO TH(4.8)Z i,
CONEIE, REFTHEITICH VS R %y —2 {BGLR} Oo# v 7)La— FTHEHAINTY
% (Perez and de los Campos, 2014), 7 &. #IE A — 2 L O FEHEIC BT 2 H#Emid (VanRaden,
2008) ZZ=MHI N\,

T, FHST A= 02 BIO 62 DXL RHERD TIPS LW LR KRET S, HD
WIE, TS T A=Y ENHEEL, TNEERE L TR 2L 2IRET S &, RAID AT x 12D
WTOFEBRTFHOAMAIIERIAERD, UTo k) ciddcs 3,

p(y|x) = N(y|m(x),s?(x)) (4.9)

XA R EDR2 B AT v 7k, 29 LAERTHSM» S EEEEEZHE T2 2L Th 5,
BERBEEZ., RANTF—2 50 TRE ) 2R8BLEBEEEZ VA S, il hoiREIN TV IS
SRR BIBII AR UGE R (expected improvement) &WEEIN S H D TH Y BT — 2 D
EEDRKMEE §), T2

[o2]

EI(x) = f ¥ = $u) - pOYIX) dy (4.10)

ym
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LEFRIND, ZORFFEBRSAEVPIERDIA TR THRY 7D, MRFKERDOERATH 3,
WFrSEERE, RO T =8 oitEI N FHINMm piylx) Db ET, HHRAT—F x 1K
WG B H Ty D3 BRI T — & O KHEE I TIE 9y ICHRTEDHREREZ S L 20 %25H L 7-1f
Thb, 20, BT oI NG, HERHT =5 2l XTLGHD, RAEDONER
ZEKRLTWS, XM At Tk, MFREBEOREVRZRDT—% L L TGES,

B, X100 m1E, X4.9) O &) ICHBRTFUIAEIEHIMATH 2 56 121%, FiHE
BRI DRERZIERIS ¢ (2) & RBEEERIS o(2) ZHWT

EI(x) = (m—9y) - P(2) +s5- ¢(2) (411)

DX ) Ifiif B TEETE 5, L.

(4.12)

TH5,

Wil BRI RATF — 2 OBINICOVT, ZOEKZHMT 2 2 LIZEETH S, X
(4.11), @A.12)cRIN D, HETFUIAEVIERDI MG TH 255 DMFLGERICOWT, fEDZ1b
Z R X > TR 4-2 1R L7, KK D, FVE m BT — & D RK#HEE I 9, &
D HREVEAICIE, PRASCERIIFRI S ICHF Y HEINT, FREFEIPREVIZEKRE
(BT EBb D, W, FeFY m BBEAIT — % O KHEEHIME 9 £ D DDAI VA
3. WIfFUEER I HRBUCIR V2T, TBOIRZVIZERELS RS, JOWHEHIZERL
CHRYTH L, SETICHR Ty % BRGNS 2 R TPRINNL, B
CEDF—FEENIFRG, WolF), SETIEHRNET—FE0 552 LN THRINIGE
ZiE. PHIOARHEL S (FHIGAA DS BDREVWTF—F2ERZ LT, BEDOT—% % kM3
MERZ DD ENTES,

!
l
l
l

Black-box H#E LD NRTIZ, R EEHOI L v= TN ABRB LMo T w3,
i, MEOT— 0 omBINng TRy ANEHNS (AGROIEH) 7217 Tlk, & 3Rk
BRI ->TL X ) WD E WD, SETICHNSNTOLRWANFEEZ#HNS (R 2
ELHEEL LW ZEEERT S, R T E L LERAMEISHED OPEL KD, 7TLIY R
LDUCRARI AT 5, Wi, R T E 2 & RT3 TTREDSE 22 L v Y
LY=L 5, MfrdGERIX, BICTHEOREWRIT — % 2 #E SO TIE %2 . TPHIOAHE
DIEERL T, MEPIDPREVKRAT—F 2 E NPT THIEICE D, HH-AF TR
(. RADANHERAZRE T2 LD TELHFELE R TV, JUx, @HEDT /) v 7
T, PHEDO K E 2280 6 &R 2179 O I3 TH 5,

PbED k)i, XA A cld, 27 ZMBREGIC X 2 Pl L AR LD < RAT—
 OERZ /D IR 2 & TRIENRELZ2FEBT 2, ZORAT v 7iE, FEFICE TS5/ 2y
7 Pl G TGBEERRR E BB ICNIEO T 6 s, £3. A7 ZBRERIC X 2 FHlIE, 7
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I I TFMEDOLDTH S, ZDEE, XA AFGELTIEIERIE A — 2V 03% S v 6553,
7/\/7%memenéﬁﬁﬁ FITHHTH TN TY R LDOEEICIZFEEL 2 (P

AT LN DD, ZREIAMETITERL RV EICT2), ROAT v 7 ThH 51EE
%ﬂu%ﬂ(T—y®Lmi\f/577?@u%6<*ﬁ%%ﬁ®§m3%26h50ﬁﬁ@
77 Ty 7P, PHIEDIR E VLR S I ARBRD R 2 #R508, XA i Tl
EEBBAZIE L, ZOHDOKRKE VR SIEIOESR, RAF—% Dl %2 BT — &L
BINT 2 2 Lk, BEEEFRER TSR T 2, Lad> T, XA Al z BEEE
BRIDH T 2 EIIERICHMTH b, BEIIE L LT, BUICTPHIEDO K E R R ZESDTIX
72, RBRD RIS OV TEREIE (2 2Tk, HIfSEER) OfiziHE L, 20O KE %
R ESTTITTX W,
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(a) Observed data and the objective function.

observed data objective function (unknown)

—_
— ————— ~

- ~
~
P - _ _

——

- -~

(b) The predicted function and the confidence interval.

predicted function \
confidence interval

(c) The acquisition function and sampling the next input.

acquisition function
\ ’ next input

(d) The Updated estimation and the acquisition function.

added data

—_—————

4-1. _A ZE Lo

1 RICD ANEBIZOWT, R A — 2T & 28 28R Z G 28568 0 N4 X
LA, 2B, ZOMTIR /) A ZABEWLI EZ2IRE L 7, (@) FHHRIEETIZ, W< 20D HIc
DWTANEMNID D> T 5, HOBIE () 1ZRATH 5, (b) A AR K 2 FHl%
19 2 &, RAIDATNTHT 2 L EHERAEDGIETE 2, () ZOTFHlICHEIE, A
B (RAR) DSt ng, EEBEEORKMEEZ 5 2 % 5 (RO =MAE) PROATER S, (d) #
ENT ARG 2 %234 LT T — 2 18 L., @)~)2FEFTLEEOM, 2nk)
2, PHIOHER, EEEOFEE, £AT—2 0BMNE#HEDIET I & sl ETT 5,
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B 4-2. WifpdeEE ORI
FRT A DON m EFRERZE s DI X 2 WIRFSGER DR L2 BAFRIXCm L 7o, FRHE

722 X 2 GSGERE ORI, KO E AR Z Z2ET 2R, 28, SEfoHE D 2
SRR 20 2 B ICEEY &,
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4-2-3. 32l —YarDE

NA A GICEED CGEIBEFRRREO AR, ET—2 IOy Iab—vavitk-

THEEL 72, >3 2L —> a3 vOIREZLTICRT,

o ETHOIHET, FHAUBEDORKEVRMOILEE LW EIREL 7,
o ETDRMIIOVTe—A—BETFHBRTFOOLP-> TS EREL 7,

o BT —YZHOTHEINERTHEZ “BEO”BEFIMEEREL. T2 L —
a YOI Z O“BEDEEFEEIC X > T - 7=,

o ZU DX, WHHFIE T — % £ U TIAEA OB TN RTICOWT DO A, REAED D
o T3 E L, IR T — % 0268 (AR HED) 12 10 R, 50 R4E. 90
SO 3 #E L 7,

o RBIAIRMDZM %, BRIBEABRZ T CHEi L, AT =21z 2 2 LB TE
2EL7, 220, ~EICHEEABTE 2 2HEUCIIRO 2D 2 EREL 7, 1HdH
7o DGRBS 1 5 Rl GEHCRFED 13 10 RfE. 20 RfE. 40 KD 3
Y 2L 7,

o T ITRMERORME2IER T 5 71k LT, MIEAEY (RS; random selection) |
Fillfitif KD ZfmoER (MP; maximum predicted values)., HiffdERIC Xk 258
# (EL; expected improvement) @ 33D ZikL 7z, DIT, Z#1Z 4L RS #lig, MP
g, EL B & I%GLd 5,

o MP Hlg & ELMEECH 27 2 2 v 7 Pllle T vix, X4.7), A.8) TEZE 5. #IEH
— ST KA R 2 v 72, BHRICIZ R @ {BGLR}Y 28y 77— 2w
7= (Perez and de los Campos, 2014),

o Wi EROHEIZ, RNA. 1B LA I2ICE > TITo 72, EBRICIZOH T X —
FHKRAEETH ) F— o HEEINT 5 720 BT HE T MDA 2 IEHL
HERARTIEFTERVDY, ZITIERZOHEELMELL., MCMC OfEHR%E2H LI
MR X 1 2 BRI O % TR O & K OREHER 2 O WIRRE % H W CEHR % 5
f1l7,

o MEDXHic, WHEHIE T — o8O T, FHIETVOEP EFH -7 — % D3EN
ZROIBETEVIRT Y IR, RTCORKEEBEREBT 2 ETEYIEL 72,

o VIal—vavilii, 1 DODY - BEICOWT, PN 2 100 [H 0 K18
a7z,

o REMOEFHZEWT, FERXRDFERNRP, ER BB THOKRHE-HZ Xm0
EL7%, 2D, HBRWIE, MEHISEMINSHETH., BT L 72357 —
YOEBHAEZ Db OB oNL I L E LT,
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:®vs;u—yayﬁu\é%ﬁ@~%ﬁLk%’@%ﬁﬁéﬂTm . UUFTIZ. & BH;
RE CIGEIEN TR/ 2 B IR A~ 80, % ihfu&mff%*ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&@&_ 7%, K
MFETIE, FEHIEIC OV T, EHFARMO“BEO" BB T HEDORAMEE X O FEZGHE L
TEHliC W 72, BISERERE & L TE, EB R AR OB EEO R AED S Z & D3
BYEF L, PHWICELREZERSZ R3S T LHIEETIE RV EITERI N,

T, BEFARHEHOCTHEELLT Sy 7Pl T V2 HWT, RKilBRHEOFHI 21T
BoGEOTHKE (27— 6HE LB B FRfE L, BIRFALH> o FHIS N
7oER T RUE & O OMBIRED) ZEHE L 72, Z ORBERHLE T VI Z £ 217 ) 5H ORKE
A & AE RS VDI ) B 2B PRI X o GEEEFZER L BG4I, HRE2ED S
%\ﬁofmééﬁﬁ%%%w%M%ﬁﬁawiim%@?%@%@ﬁ?%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ01m5:
EICHEREINw, Thbb, 60 LML HORME T A MEALE L THE L TE Z,

W Z2DEMZHOCEHET 2 2 Li1ZET, AT, BWRIEICX>TELLZT XL é%mmfw
%o

4-2-4. FHL =7 —%+% v b

ADODRT—F Xy b2 L7z, 22003 LF 7 =813 & HIC elite line DT —% %
v b TH B, HHHEMO 2B L TEN R ERE T EEIEKRTIE, 22
—YavItHwEIENTELLEEZOND, kB, AETHVET %ty FDH)HL 3D
(CIMMYT 2 4 ¥5—#: CIMMYT wheat dataset, Perez 2 & ¥ 5 — % ; Perez’s wheat
dataset, F 7EnQ a¥ F—%; Maize dataset) 3@ L[A—TH s, I TIEFHHZEL,
8722 12134 FEEERT —FThhH, REMII3IETHOWAT—FEHL Y —AZHWTW
203, v —A—#ETHE (4RD) BRFRT— 7 ICEERI TV

A4 FELEERT—4 (Rice dataset)

RiceDiversity (http://ricediversity.org/index.cfm) 232 L T\ 2 A4 2B EEFHOEE T
RELH T -5y bDIH B, 42412 R £ 44,000 SNP < — A —DEE T 5 — % (Zhao
et al., 2011) ZH\w/, v —h—B@EFHICEFN 5 KAEIZ, 245% SNP O 7V IVHEL b
ENGEEBETHOEEEZGIE L T, ZOETHiSE L 7o, KRBT — 4 Tl 34 TWEDSRIH I LT
W72y, ATl Aberdeen (1281 2 B{EH] (Flowering time at Aberdeen) . Arkansas 12
1) 2546 (Flowering time at Arkansas). Faridpur T®Bi{E#] (Flowering time at
Faridpur) . ffi# (Panicle number per plant), 3L (Plant height), —fi# %% (Florets per
panicle), fii7¥% (Seedlength), fET-HfE (Seed surface area). fE 1 (Seed width), @
9IWEZMNTIC T, kB, v — A —EE T8 & BB O /723 > T 2 R540% 400 5%
figy OPEIEICERAR D) THY, Tad@hricHw sz,
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4-3. fEHR
B PR AR D B TR D e KA

ETOERMD ) bk bBIEFHEORE VR Z TE LT HRWIEVIERLTHERATS, 5
W IRESTMEDIR LB T, TE LR TEETIEORZ R ZFERT S 2 L3 TE UL,
ZIUFEN BB EROBRIEL LEZ o b, WIFRHEDS 10 Jft, EIRHED 10 2D
B6 (COFREEFBRFENTIE R0, mOMPVEEDIEL 2179 720, FEMDE VDR b IR
KBNS 2 EDHREE D) 20T EBRIFARKOE D FEO R AMEOHER % KR L7z (K
4-3), B, KART21CH7z>T, WEHI LIGEETFREZ 0226 LICATF—=Y) v 7L, WEZ
L ORERZ T, 2TFE IO VLT ORESR 2 AR CRIR L 72,

26, KA RBEEHER T — & ¢, ELEME (R, =MAD (X, RSERME (B, uMmA)
MP g (AL, ALHD) X D AR, EIRFARFOBE FIEORAfEZ M LI ¥ TWw5b 2
EDgAINDG, Thbb, HIHFKERICK > TRABBMZESZ LT, FUEKRRPETDH,
I VENTRMEFLTE S 2 LRSI,

B, B Ial—yariReE WHRME &EICRTR) RN EERIZ, EARICT
FREICK R L7 (4-S1 225 4-S8), 2o D% 2 L, PR HEEER BHEDZ L
T, EIERIESHS RS g MP ¥l % B2 87 3 —< v AZRT I Db 5,

A FEEEIRT — & ik ELERE & MP #2282 TS W oI1E) ¢, b7 ER 2
P7F—=%% CIMMYT 24X 57 —=%Tld, MHFICHEVEHEVEIICEbNS, 22T, ¥
WIS 10 286, BB 10 BHOBEDL T 2L —2 a VIt OonT, REDORFEL2IENE
TIGER I NI RMBE L 4-1 12 F Lo, ELEKEE & MP (IS CH L - ZMEUCE R 2BV H %
& HRE L 7z,

#£4-1 k0, bR T —FD2WHLE ALX T =D R LTDODT—FL Y I -
JWET, Bl ZITH) 2 Lick D, REORMEHKRT % £ TIOLT L RHEDY, MP B
RTHBICHED T 2 E8bdr o, £/, 2TOFEIZ O TORPEDEIE 30%1F EThH
o7, B, —HOE TIE ELEIKIC X > T L A E A2 ZHESM L Toedd, [ 2EbE
7 — % @ Seed width Zx\WT, ZDZIZ 100 MDY 2 2L —Y a Y TREBETIZ o7,
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4 4-3. P AR D BIE T HUE D ROl

VIR B 10 2. BRI 10 REDY S 2L —v a vz ow T, BRIFARKEOBE T
MEDRAEZ R L7z, 22T, 1 DOEICET 2RI/ T, 2 ToREIBET 2 E %
KR LTz, F72. BEFAUHIZREICOWTRME 0, A 1 1Ay —) v 7§52 L
T, [HW—DHBEY TEBEL 72, BN ORE. =AM 25, fho#Eikidkic b T, BKFEA R
DEETFREDOIRAKMEZ F TE S 2 Eb 5,

71



£4-1. REORWHZFET 2 F TIOEK L 72285

WIHRIEL 10 SR8, BHRME 10 RED L T 2L —a vIiZO0 T, REORM2 TN T % %
TIGEIN I RHBDOY (SVG) LFEHERZAE (SD) 2R L7, £7, MP #lg & ETEEgIC O
T, RRDORHZIHIT 2 EFTICE L 2R MEUSAED D 2 2 il (BUEIC Xk > THREL., 5%H
BiWEzZ * T, 1%685WEZ ** <, 0.1%A8AEZ ** TRl (FEIEICET S
ffiEZ L),

Dataset Trait RS MP Bl

AVG SD AVG SD AVG SD  significance
RiceDiversity Florets.per.panice 177.5 112.4 86.4 57.4 34.5 12.1 roxx
Flowering.time.at.Aberdeen 187.3 100.6 133.5 59.0 70.4 15.7 rorx
Flowering.time.at.Arkansas 216.4 111.5 65.3 38.7 37.8 12.0 rxk
Flowering.time.at.Faridpur 135.8 83.7 141.3 57.4 64.6 18.9 e
Panicle.number.per.plant 180.6 107.3 40.5 16.6 30.9 10.6 rxk
Plant.height 196.2 104.6 107.8 29.5 86.3 25.5 i
Seed.length 198.7 117.3 100.5 385 36.3 14.0 rrx
Seed.width 203.8 108.3 63.4 16.7 72.9 213 e
Seed.surface.area 1761 107.7 126.8 32.9 35.0 1.1 rrx
CIMMYT_wheat yield_E1 295.7 168.8 154.0 99.4 133.7 79.6 *
yield_E2 299.3 173.8 122.6 51.0 104.4 35.5 ol
yield_E3 300.9 171.3 88.3 42.7 64.6 38.8 e
yield_E4 331.2 173.6 84.2 48.3 57.8 31.6 rorx

Perez's_wheat yield_D_bed 166.0 87.5 59.3 34.7 66.1 24.8
yield_D_flat 130.8 75.8 158.2 76.8 87.7 42.7 Frk
yield_H_bed 162.0 88.8 121.0 53.4 82.0 51.5 e
yield_|_bed 170.0 95.1 73.1 46.3 383 23.4 e
yield_|_flat 134.9 751 49.2 343 41.0 19.6 *x

Maize yield_SS 129.5 83.5 57.5 33.9 57.3 31.9

yield_WW 137.3 72.9 1121 46.2 115.0 51.5
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B A RO EAS T IRUE DI

RAMEDEE & FIRRIC, BT ARH OB FEED - EME % . FIHRFE 10 2., BRI
10 RHEDOBEEITOVTHIR L7 (K4-4), EETREOFIMHEIE, RAMEE 1358240, ELEK
kDb MP IS CEI b 2 Ebhrotz, XoT, MFdGERIZX 23E KIZ T1 >DEN
R BRI LA ICRENLEBIKETH 20019 T, TERORVR, 2HE0 3854121,
WHDT ) 2y 7R TCITbNs kI ic, PHEOKRE 2R E2EK L IZIDRVWEEZEZ LN
77

EEEOWRIZ O WTDH, BdP T2l —YavyORETOREREZIN 4-S9 75K 4-S16 12
A L7, RIEDRAMEICEET 2R LRI, FEEIZOWTH, IR ER BRI X
ARELMEARDEVIIR S N> 7,

EHE L O TR

U3 FERRIC, WIHHRHE 10 2. BERHE 10 RHOLEAICOWT, ¥ TaL—vav
FOPHIREE GRERFE 2550 o KlBRi 2 PHIL 72 £ 20 PHIKE) o2tz XKnRL7 (X
4-5), FHIREEIZ, B L AT, RSEBEOGAICRDE» o7, 7, ELIKEEO FHIKEE X, RS
HEIS X D AR 222035 HIRAZ ST 2 A R o iz, ol ) . MP ST, PHREEIZE T
WHESRIZ T Z 2 2B L Tw 212 b b 5 FIRIFHETh > 72,

FHKEE ORI OWTH, B2 I aL—2avyoREIL>LTAKEORZERL = (K
4-S17 25X 4-S24) 23, ®Ix Y X 4-5 & REDHEADHER X 1,
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Vv 7452 LT, A—OHE) TERILL 72, MP il (FHt. ALH) 12X > T, ERFEARKO
BE FREDFEZ G TE 5 2 b5,
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4-4, EE

AT, 7/ 2y 7Pl e OBEERRRIE 2 R T 2 72010, ~A Jdfbz )i
M 2752 G U, WIRFdGERIC D S AR 2 8k § 5 2 & (ETHMS) 2. oyl
HDORE LR 2EST /) v 7&K (MP ¥ 12 2, Bric s & LTiREL 2, &~
T2 L—3 3 v ORERERT AR OB TRMED RO IX B I 351> T MP #ilig X D bk
S B RSN, BTl Z w2 2 L C, BEEE» o HNRRZIRL CHRRTES
Z e RRE NI,

REI N7 BLENE & MP 8l & ORKDE I, THIOARHE» I ZIEHT 22 Eich 2, Tl
DARHENPTH B LF, 2N ITBAEORKMELZ LR 2 ARBESE W L2 EHRL TWw5, MR
BD6, PMEPIDORE R Z ERICHEGREL TA % L, BEFREEEPHELD DTV
ABOCTHREE D H 5, Z2NTH, 1 DOBENLRZHZHEL7-0I12E, 2D L9 % TH[REMICEE T
2 | HREEDMENL T\ 5 & EI SO BE 2 EIRIICHEE T 2 2 L8 C& %, 2B, Yu bk, 7/
Sy 7 FPHNCE T 2EEERRROAEEZ T2 & & bic, PHIOFEMED LR (upper
bound of prediction reliability) 23K & WIEEEERMDY, Z9) THRLRHEI D D L D EWERE
BAERLZZ EZREL TS (Yuetal., 2016), ZofEHEED EFRIZ, 826 FHIOARMHED
IPREVIFZERZVEEZ N, L3> T, ELEEG E SRR EE b S, 7272 L, Yu
5 EREZ R WGEKT 21882 BARMIOR L abir cld v, HifrdkER, X4.100256 X
@.12)icAoi s X )i, PHlINEEFRED T & ol (BERE) ONF7 v A% EL KD
BIEEL 5T w3a, LEd->7T, AFZEIE. Yu 5 DIEREICH LT, X4 ARl & v 9 Bkt
FTFEZH T, BRNRERO e 5270 LiHiiT 22 L b TE S,

BT ARROBIEFRUED BT 255 R 2 8 £ 2 %5 £, ELiI%IE 1 D D@ 785 &R
Ft 2 REB T 25 I IIEN NG & 72 203, 8D R VR 2 EEEREM D> S £9 254512
FRGEEIE & 1302 T, MP IR Z W 2139 DR W I E3b» %, BIEERZIGHT 2854, £
M2 RO 72 WHBIEIRIEEA LRV TH AL ), L L, PIZIFEEDRz EUHEEENDSH
D, 20—z KBRORE Tl T2 2 L2 IEL, NRoBHEEMDOH 26 RWEE%Z T
TS ED, 2 DOBICEREREZ &2 O TERMOBREMZ M EXEwn, v )R
i (Znd, HEVDHHZI bRV &I I3, 20L& HBHEAICIE, ELEKTIEZR S MP
2 W 21ZIDBROTHAI, £, 12TEEL Tl 220 BENLRKEZHBR L0
EVIEHITE, YT ab—ya vOiERY» o HEZET 512, ELRIG & MP 3k o> Hh ] i) 72§ %
EBLZELHERET HICMET 5,

EI ¥ & MP BREEDE 2D WL THIBRZE L DR, FHREEO B KRES B3 Th 5,
Ziud, El SRR ETEHOY L v~ 2 H 2RI L T3 2 L6 EEZI LGNS,
EI §i%lx, RelBRfo 9 &, PHISHOTHIKEZ ORKEZIZOPRL T VIR TH S, T 2T,
A AERREYHZ BT, FHISAOTHBIRE R L X, A &L OMEE 7R %2 £ Rk
DT — 2 IcEEN B WRETH 5, WA, ETEIEIX, JIfT—2 IcEEn 8B HO%
Mtz ED 2MHA 2 b E PRI, 2NV TFHEEOR LIc>% 23> A ERH 5

(Wiirschum et al., 2013), W-oIX9), MPEEEKIZIZZ D & 9 BRI 2 v, £/, MP
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W1 & - CGEBE ARFHOBETHEOFGEG o Twb 2 Ed, PHREEZEKT I TW
L TH 2 AJREED D B, e 72 61X BT AR OBEFREDOFE D E N L) T &,
2N ARBRHOBE THREIEC D DOBL W5 Th 5, D hH, MPIkE £ 2 L ER
FRMED B2 D & T 2 3IEM 2 v, BEFAEMEVCRKEZ L E T 282 Y
W52 7, BRI REZEIZHE L WA, ERERICIE, MP BRI X > THEL 5 ZoRER O
NA7AD, FHETNVOMEICAHZ b0 LcEELZONS, THKEEOE FILEEED
BEPIZO%RD35 70, MPEBEIZ X o THEN-REZHEBRT L2 H L L EPREINS,

EI §khg & MP BRI ICBI 9 2 b ofER I, WAL ERRMBZZZ THRETH > 72,
VIR MBUZ O WT, b LD 6L DR HOTFHIE T VEEETEZIUL, ET VDT
WIS XA B3 2 EWFF &5 (Heffner et al., 2011; Asoro et al., 2011), kX ->7T. %
MaIEL K PHICE 2 AR R F 0. PHIOAHEINEZZRE L 2\ MP IS ICH R 22 80E & 7
2 EHEHIL Tz, EBRICIZZ 9 Tldn . EIHIEIC X > TR I DR EIVRMZIE SN &
i, HWIZX Yy b BH B EPRBI N,

EI % o> MP Bkl 12§ 2 8112, 7 —2 & v PEPFEBTARE L BixoTwk, L L,
AKyalb—rvavyTHolkT =%ty b - WHOHIPHTIX, EI gL MP I IC T (12
DENT-ZHEHREBET L EVIERT) AREICE O EZBLIEFEIEAE LS, 2O
I, EITHRIZIZS S 2L —2 a VORER T —F £ v MM L CIEFIHEBICHERE L 72, 2h
&, ELHKIEDS, Z D4 DO FHIE T MIIGE T, SRR ETEHO Y L v = ICRIICHLTE 5 2 &
D7 EHEHI S S, MFdGERIZ, PHIE TV OREREDRE L X TERIT UL, Bl
fEDE VLR EES, Wic, PHIOAHEEEDSEHOREB ARSI N CukiFuE, 20z
ATIREET 5, A ARtz O GEEERZRET25461CE, 20Xk, HrMOHT)
7 HIM DM T W B EEZ o B,

EZAHT, HFSGER I THIDMDOOHMORE R Z RO T WIRIETH 5 2 L 2 HEfL 72
B, ZDEI % THHDPREVD DZREFE ) MG I, ol 72 SRCAL A5 b1 & 38 SN & P L
-5 TH 3, #1213 usefulness (Lehermeier et al., 2017) % risk (Akdemir and Sanchez,
2016) & &L RBISNZEHECRMMAGDOE RS EDBREINT L 523, N6 IHEET
BOIHEIC R T 2 R OS2 ZE L, DEEO KR E WA A G O %2 FRIEIZ S & §
LHIRICZ: > T %, KL E 206 OWIICIEROBGRMIER 22, wind, 7/ Iy 7 ¥
W2z HWEBICE T, BISRRL VO PHIEZ T 2 v 2 0 Tidk <L BBl 2 oite
HORHEFEME L ol IE60F ) 2FET A LOEEEZTIRL TV,

AL TIX, XA LD ) BIRFSGERICHED QS 2B L. 72, BHEDOZH % Mk
IGESERICIE, BICHIRFUGE RO R E VR 2 IHISERK L 72, ZOHEITE, ReICEEED Al
D5, HlzZIE, EEEKE LTk, PHleT Lo HEENXE (Auer et al, 2002; Srinivas et
al., 2010) % Thompson Sampling (Chapelle and Li, 2011) % EWEATH B, 7. HED
T =% ZFARIGEMNT 25481, RICERBHEDOEORZVIHIGES XD b ROWHENH 5 2
EDPHISN T35 (e.g. Hernandez-Lobato et al., 2017),

E 7. KR OKMRIZ T TIE. RA Xha#flic X 2 BIRE IR ERICEN g & 72 5 2
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FIRREEEI N, ROLBRINIDIE, I al—2arvDAT— LR, EBREOBEEFRER
ERIRESCERLILETHD, AFAETIE, HEIMOENZEEER L B2, H+5% (57
— %Ly Mo TRRZD, 1%05 20%12 L) ZEGHRBET 2L 0wHI v IalL—raryziro
720 FEEEROBIBEFIER TIE. BT~ RHOBBERD» S, BH~BE 2%z B ART %
EWIHRMZEZ ZHNERDH B, BIRTIE, 20k ) BRI LT — Y I ZATTE L0
TERVIED, ET—F T Ial—yarzir)Baicld, At%ED X ) ICRET 205D
o7, LU, BlZIEY S ab—yvavickoTURBNICT =% 28R T252 LT, A7—1D
BT X D BEENZDRIUSGE T TEETH 5, bo &b, BEEROTEH L, B 21X F 4
BRETHRETHY, ZOHEITIE, —EICFHETEZ 2B ROABIZHEF DL B, 2DL)
2, WRETIMEYECHERGEICK > T, A T 2L —ya v EHEUD R — )L TEIBETR
DRREITIZELHBEAI,

Tz, HELORED 1 Did, ETHIZIC X 2 B{EEROWERZ EDL S Wit 20, Ewvw) T L
ThH3, Tiabb, KD stoppingrule # ED X HICT EIRENEZLLZNERH D, KL T2l
—>avTld, BEXZRRHED 37D 11ZEZREL BT, RERORHEIHEHIN TV S
£9TH%, LL, DY I 2 L—a VR D S #BERIYIC stopping rule 2 & ® % D 1%
HEL S, B, ¥ alb—va v X AREFHG, H 2 \wik, FIEETH U S > D BEmIE %S
2k b ZM7% stopping rule Z kD B 0ERH B A9,

ZDEN0. EEOHWIVED H 256128 D &) 5)iikz v 2 XEHx, AR EE 1
EERDZHAEN D 2501 ED K ) a8 H 0, &, AU THEL KA FI2on»T
X, IS TERIMHN SN ENRD 5, ZD7-DITE, A A o HMI%K & FHEO
KB L CGlamz ED TV ZEHBHETH A ),
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5. 7/ v 7 PHNCE T 3 LR T Y 4 v Ol
5-1. Feif

TV ORI EEFRME, BREAIR, 2 L < BETFREBEORAEM (GXE; genotype-
by-environment interaction), & & OEREEHAIC X > TEE %, HED R % E 5D BREE 0 Hils
THETRHI T % 2 EREGAERE GXE ICOWTOHIRZAE2 ETCARRTH D IFEAEDFM 71
77 L TCEMBINT LS, RIACEECHEE T 2L /EH L 72 1 uBEE FREN R E |
GXE VNI WRMZIEIKT 2 Z EVPEF L0, BREZEICELZ2NEZY ) —RT 52 L2
TOTHIUL, FEDBE T GXE 23K E VR 2 Bl GE kT 2 2 b EZA6N 5, DX
IZ GXE ~OMNFIZHEMEEIC L > TERLE 22, WINoLAIcd, LEREHENIC X > THEHEER
B - BEMEOREM T — 8 2 BUF L, Mt 2179 2 LA TH 5,

SRR 5B o NS T —FI1Z GXE IOV TOERELER2BERICIRMT 2, LrL, %
BB 2 KBS (B RORIT OV T, SR O - BEFERET) FEid 2 D ldkko TH
HThsd, ABRTHEZ L) RBEERORA ) —=v 72plictiud, 1 DORETI AL
TORMERRE T2 2 LI3HEL <, BESRECORBE b U, 2B I SH#ELD 25 2 L iX
E9FETHLRVTHA I, W2, LEEGABRZIT I I > TEHE BE~ET) Rz /N
Kz (b 2 RN 560, 1 B0 H 72 D Bflfl{k1Z2 &) pre-screening 2% Z & THLE LR R
FHM 72 B~ BE R A B L. 2051000 THBEERBREZ T . & LD ENEBENICIE
IO TW5,2F D 6D HETEIZNIADED RO\ T DAL IR R FH N X 1,
I N BRIT OV TOAR GXE 2OV TOHEDBH N5,

7y 7 PNG, SEREGRERT — Z IO Pl (BB v, SEREGAERT — % oHfive) <
bHABZFETHL, v— A —BETFHZRORMICOVT, B2 2BE I LIz 0 2NME
ENTVEETE, ZOLEE, LBEFT—FICNT 257 3y 77l (IR, 88, ) 2y 7
FHIE L) ZH02ZET, HIES NP5 - BEORTICOWT Y, #fE 7 HE (8
Bk o wiltfn Al . Z0BREICE TS GxE HROM) 2#E T3 2 ENEETH S
(Burgueno et al., 2012), T7ab b, EEIGE L THon s THaNET—%) 6, 2%
B CRIEHBR L 20U o kv MEe7—% ) 2#EL, HILT22 L8 TE5, <
— A —BETFHORS a A M iE, SEBREREZ KBBICET 2 3 A Miclud/hdvw, 22
TORET =Y RH FTCTHICESETEONLT -7 TH B, ZOEHHE L & 2K
I L CEUNCHIE U2 Uz 220nd, BBR L 2o 7225 - BRELIC O LT il & o fiFd %
RFons Z LoffifiiZIEFIcE N EEZ 6N D, Lo T, 7/ 2y 7 PHlicE-D { SEREGK
BT —5 OFHl - Htik, LERERET — 2 ORI 2 BEEABITTED 1 > Th h, BFEN
Hob LTk, BNEREDEL EVZ S,

C CCHRE LI IR, SBREREAE 0 k)i (FHA V) TEXRED, Lw) 2
LTHhB, TITOEHBRESRBTYA v EiE, bW AEEHE (7 uy 2GR, iz
filecm 12T 20074 E) Tlda., TEDRM%Z., COBECRERT 2200 2T 2, 213, %
Wb U 7= BRI R 7 % BRE BRI Ol TRRHO— % . £ TOBRETHERNT 2, &) BT
A vERALTWS, o523, BIZN >R~ I s uFHA v ek
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S TCWw5, H OB INTEL GxE 1T 2MEHRITFIETIX, 7/ MEROFIH IFEE X
NTELT., RHBBERORRAMEDTH 6 GXE IZOWTOHRZE2bDTH Y, FE
DR E 2 TCOEECIRERT 2 2 L D3R & 72> T &7 (e.g. Malosetti et al., 2013) Z & 23,
29 LT A YIRS N 2MHATH A9, LoL, 7/ Iy 7 PHlClk, v—4—#EE
TRUC X > THRFHEBOBIEMENER I NS 2 LT, H2RHOERD S, MRS O THERR
TEIENTEDL, Lo, BB ICe{ BAa 22 e Rkl scLsy, /7397
FHO IR TIEAEY) 2 T AV EIZEZ R 5,

772y 2 PHIOREELSE TIOVREEICH W 3 LR kAT 2 (Asoro et al., 2011;
Wirschum et al., 2013) Z & ZF 21U, ZEELY /7 S v 7 FHNICE T, B39 7Y 1 ~
DR B PHREEZ 5.2 2 2 L I3BGICH v, FBRETCEORBZEREBLTL, BEZ L0
BERHBDHE L ThIUR, RECH»2 22 MRFIEBRICEESAS, LEN->T, BEI L
IMRFEZBIET 20 I EMEBRE Lot 3, EORBETEDRMZ BB T 2 &)
ZWUYNCRIET S 2 T, BEFBEO IR M2 A2 52 R, BBREY 7 2y 7 PHOKE%
WETEHEEZILND,

COMBEREIZ, 7/ 2y 7 FHINCE T 2l ENRE L2 . LRGN LR b0 L
WA ENTE S, JIFEMBELE X, (GXEZEBLAEWV) 7/ Iy 7 FHIIcBWT, ED
ZifE R L CPHlE TAMERICH W IR EpE, v—h—BEBTH (bdWwik, Z2I95
RIS NS 2 LBRITYN) ol £ 9 & T AR TH S (Rincent et al., 2012;
Akdemir et al., 2015; Isidro et al., 2015; Rincent et al., 2017a), Z# ¥ TIZ, FHIEEAEEL

(PEV; Prediction Error Variance) #Efg%r (CD; Coefficient of Determination) &\ 7z

Rz MG (PEV O34) £7-13m Al (CD o#4) §5 2 12Xk b, GBLUP £F LTl
WEZED 2 LI IR T 2 RXREZMAESTEPREINTEL, Ts PEV R CD I, #
% FEET 2 & 2 2 RMIC O VT v — A =BT RO A S (REMZ WS Z %K)
FHRITTRE 7 72 8, #ibEaER % ST 2 HiiC PEV ° CD Z5HHE L T, BT 2 R E R F0ERICH
WBH I EIBTES,

EoT, TOPEVR CD #%BEi7 7 2 v 7 PINCHRR T 2 2 &, ZEREGRBR T A v 2 i
HWlbcEstEZoNS, KEUETHRT 2 X ), LBEES 7 2y 7 PRl S 2 R
72 FHIE T LI OW Tk, PEV  CD Z HARIIEIRT 2 2 L23CT&E %, 7L, kD GBLUP
ETNERIERD, INSDIEEZFE T 7-OICHITNCED ZXEH T X — 7 DML
TLEIZEDEEE 2%, GBLUP €57 )LICET 5 PEV % CD 13, NRIEEDELREKIZTZ2iE
NI RXA=FIFFD, ZOMNT X =7 DFREIIRIENZRHOMAADRICIZEAEEEL v
ZEDHEPOLNTED HIZIER=05 LFREL TEHETIUEL VW EEZ 51T 5 (Akdemir
et al., 2015), LA L., #idT 25 kIic, LEELS / S v 7 FHITTPEV £ CD 2515 51213,
BB C L oBRR L BREMOBEHBT I ZEE L 2 udn o< 25, o, RO
HERREICBE T 2 (8 CEEAE L 220 7B EHBITIE, 28BS S v 7 Pl 5
PEV % CD 120 { il Ic 8% MU T ARBEDNE CE T, Sl SN RELLEEZ
515,

92



728 . PEV Oi/IMES CD Ok & v o 7o ol LRTE IE W oW 2 A R & WS S,
B SR % Rk 2 2 L oM T IR A o {LRIECH %, HlZ 1, 500 Ff 6 100 Bz 1 oD
Bt b 7 D FRHBRCE 2 L T3 L, 1 Doillihd 72 b oflAadbEEIE ,,C, =108 D 12
b s, a2 Z 2 &, ZUCHBI L TRIEEAGDEEIZI S IMT 5, Licd>7T, ¢
NTOAHE % BERER 7 A 122w T PEV ® CD 23 E LIRS LT TV A v 28T
ZLIEARTBETH Y . 5D heuristic Z 7L Y XA 2FH LT, (B w/IMERRAE %
BZ 23594 2RO BHENH 2, FATHZE TIBEGBN 7 LI X L0 Z osEfbic v 54
TEH (Akdemiretal., 2015), T RELE%ZITI KIFTEHERES 7 v 7 FHlICEIT % PEV
* CD of#Efticb#EHTcE s LEZ o,

PLED X 91z, %8R IZ GXE IOV THIS 72D I3 RARTH 555, LBDRM%E iz
KEBGRER %2 i T 2 DIFBENTIE R, ZREY 7 2y 7 Pz o ORBRO 7 — % % 4l
FETBIEDBREORERD, ZOLE, F Iy 7PN X 25EEEIZTEZRY EVIZ)
DEFE L\, 22T, A% TIR, BFEOFIMENREL TIRESI 17z PEV 8 X ' CD % %8
77 2y 7 VIR TOVICHEIET 5 2 LT, SRR T A v DRt 2 ik 7, PEV % CD 23
BN LR T A V2B 20 E IR, RETIHEDH LA T A—FDOHELHD
HC, BHEOETFT—FIIHEILT I ab—ya il ko> THEEEL 72,

5-2. MEL - 7k
5-2-1. IRAETNVIZEIT S PEV £ CD

ZU I, BTHAETHOONTE R, GXE 2FE L VA PEV £ CD IZ2WTHIHT
%, PEV % CD |3, GBLUP Z&TURAETNMICEWTERWICERINT X7 (Henderson,
1984; Lalog, 1993), W%, » 2 R0 H 2 BETORBAUE L L <, EEIIE - EEBIE kDR
BROVEEZH WS 2 LR IRET S, TDEE, NRILORBARY bV Z y, LRITOEREL)
RR7 P V% B M RXITDBIETFHRER Y V% u, NRIGOFEER7 FLvrze LT5 L, RAE
LS

y=XB+Zu+e 5.1

EDNTB, ZIT ATAIX 3y & B OERDOMNIEE KT NXL RILOFHEITIITH O 1751 Z 13
y & u DEEOXWIGZ R IFHETTIICH 5, ZDEE, BIEFENT FLuld

p(u) = N(u|0, Go) (5.2)

TRIND, 17 G, 2 0BT HATI & § 2 ZEBIERDAGITHE ) C eBRESND, £, &
FEB# %z

p(ylu, B) = N(y|XB + Zu,Ry) (5.3)
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E5 %, 110 R IBIRAZD BT BATIITH 5,

EDRHDEDBBECHUE I N 2D E 0 ) FEERT VA ik, RTINS 5 2 & % i
LT, B2y D n BEHOHEED m HFHOZRMD | HFHORBICE T 2 RKEMTh 7L §
28, TXDn fTHIZ, IZFHOELZIZ1THY, 2N DHNDERKIZ0THS LRILRY ML
W%, ¥l AT Z D nfTHIZ, mBEHOEFIZ 1 TH Y, ZNLNDOEEIZ0TH S m Kt
X7 FVIZR D, BRESR P PEEFHRT FLu % X ) RIS T 258IEZORD Tlk
20D, 1 ODBREIC 1 DOBRERIEE. 1 ODRMIC 1 DOBEEFREZRET 2 2 L 2IKE
T, ZoFHTHITH S,

PEV £ CD it £ b7/ v 7 PHIOREICBIE T 2GR/ THd . ETY A > GHiifT
) ZRETIUL, BT by lcko6TEE 5, b LIEATTAIEL FUL, PEV 23/h
IWIEE, CD BREVIFE, PHIKENE 25 2 EBMREI NS, B, PEV oAU

TEICHT IR S (Hickey et al., 2009) X 957223, 2 2 ClRIENBEGICE W TR
bV S5, contrast vector EREIEILE XY bL e W EREZ R 5, FIEE
MEGELTid XK CHW S35 PEV & CDIZBAT O & 9 1 315 (e.g. Rincent et al., 2012)

M

PEVmean(X,Z) = Z ¢,,T(Go — GoZTPyZGy)C,y (5.4)
m=1

9 ¢,,T(Gy — GoZTPyZGy)C

CDmean(X,Z) = Z { m - m} (5.5)
—_ Cm Gocm
m=1
7277 L

Py = Vo' — Vp ' X(XTV, X)X TV, (5.6)
Vo = Ry + ZGoZ" (5.7)

El7, £ ¢y BEmBEEZ 1-1/M LL, ZNDANOLETOHEEE2 —1/M LT5 MK
TR PV TH B, D contrast vector Tl c¢p,Tu=u, —u &40 (7L u ILEETFHEHD
EME) . B 5 RMOBETHED., EFFEE?» S DRAEZZEZ TV I ERbIS, BB,
PEVmean %> CDmean 235288 7% 4 VIKFET 5 2 L 2R T 2 72012, EADFFINATI X
FOZZFEL 7,

5-2-2. %B57 7 2 v 7 FHNZET % PEV & CD
LBt ) Sy 7 Pl TR b I W S 1L 5 BT OLIE, BB OEE S EIE 08T K %

Hw2bDThs (Burguenoetal., 2012), bbb, BEIEICRL 2 8ETFHEEZE 2, 2
2 AEREICE T 2 EETHENIEE 3 AICHBIT2 2 L2 5 2 LT, ZoMBEIZEREER D
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FUNCRIHT 2 EFMCEITH . WE, HEBRELICBVTNRHZWELE LT, 20&RH
WAy by L, BBEAY PR ¥ =(y].y]) ET 5, WEHCEESY b E=
(el,...el) LEDD, INEDRT MVEEINET2 (LEDSTN+ N+t N, = N TH
3), ¥ ETEEOR 7 b vE U= (ul, .. ul) LT3 BETEER 7 P VORI LM
ThHb, COLE, HERET /7 Sy 7 FHET VL, BAEETIVERLUIEAT

Y=XB+ZU+E (5.8)

EDT B, FHHETHI X ZRAET VDG ERICY A XCTHh 523, GHlifTs Z 13 N1T LxM §IT
HDHIEIOERY X, £, COETATRIGAZ ZIFTEBTVA v BRBISh, 75X 13 Z
ZROIE—RITEE S 2 EHMIMATE S, ZEES / 2 v 7 FHITIE, EEEFEEDHE
Vagiik

p(U) =N(U|0,K® G) (5.9)
LED D, JIT, iEQW I B Ry A —RERKT 5, 75 K 3B ORIE Y WIS AT
(L RIGIEFTATHN) Th Y, ERET =y olESns, {7516 BRHHO (77 L) BRT
IIThH Y., v—h—RETRL ORI NS, LSBT / v 7 FIIE T L OREMBUL

p(Y|U,B) = N(Y|XB + ZU,R) (5.10)

L. RRVBEAETNVERARICEC 2 EDTE 5, FEDTHIITHITI R IMERICED THHE
bRVH, AR TEZEBREE LT, HIEFEDEAIRHVFASATH Y, 2o, BEEHT
LEAIMITH L LTS, ZOLE, ATHIR IEWNATIIZEE L T2 70y 7 WAITIIE D

R = blockdiag{R,} (5.11)
R, = 10%, (5.12)

RS, 1721, id5 blockdiag{A,;} T. /& L SIEICIEATTIIA,L A, ... 2FFD 71 v 7 5
2RI bDET 2, £/, TH of, 13, IBRHOBIHICK T 2ETHTHY, ThdbT—%
DOHESNENENI A= THD, LE>T, 62=(02,..,04) DEIICEEDOTEAT
%72 60X, EERSE(5.10)1%

p(Y|U, B, K, 62) (5.13)

ERBTEREDDTH S, 1751 K BLXOEEDTH 62 DHEEITIIMRA RAEDEZ S5 H3,
AWFZECHEE 2179 BHricid. R @ {MTM} Ry 7 =Y 2wt XHEEZ{T-> 7 (de los
Campos and Griineberg, 2014), [,%y 77— Cld, HE&FHFOMm L L <. oo BdT71Ic %
Wiy 42 v — bOAED, BRASEUIZN A A 2F/SEDRZNTNH NS,

SRS ) 2y 7 FRIOAG.S), (5.9), (5.10)1F, EETT IV EERCFAUEATHS, Licdio
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T, H#ilc KRG->Gy 8LV R->Ry EfVATHZ LT, PEVS CD 248Ky /S v /¥
HINEJRIRETE S, X o T. $ 5 contrast vector [IZD\W T

PEV(Z) = c"{(K® G) — (K® G)Z"PZ(K ® G)}c (5.14)
CD(Z) =1- K6 ‘CE'(‘K®®G2§:PZ(K ® Ojc (5.15)
7272 L
P=V! -V XXV 1X)“1XTv! (5.16)
V=R+ZK® G)ZT (5.17)
T R,

Z ZC, contrast vector Z#YNCHE L% LU, AIMEE R IdRKIL T 2 REFEL S
52 ENTES, AR TIE, BREEZ L ICRROBE RO (Z0BREICE T 2) £HEE
O OfRAZ IEMEICHEE 5 2 EHETH S LEZ, Tz XL 7 contrast vector & LT ¢y
ZLAND K )G 72,

Cim = Cind T Cmean (5.17)

ZIZT g EE Mx(-1)+m BEEXZT%2 1 L, ZOMOEENBET O THLIRY FILT
Hb, 7. Cpean EE MX(U-1D+1 BEPGHE Mx| BRI TOLTOEEN —1/M T
b, ZOMOEEPET O THIRI ML THDE, ZDEE, m BFHORMD | HHDBERELIC
B 2BETRHEE uw, EBE, IFHORRKEICE T 2 8EFREOENEEZ @ LB

Cim U = Upy — T (5.18)

D LD, D contrast vector Z T, LEERER T YA v ok

PEVmean(Z) = Z cm™{(K® G) — (K® G)ZTPZ(K ® G)}c,, (5.19)
=1 m=1
e SHEK® G) — (K® G)ZTPZK ® G)}cpn
CDmea“(Z)=ZZ{1_Cl = )cl S(K®®é)cl S } (520

=1 m=1

DXk HIcEHEZ NS PEVmean Oi/Mb. £7-1%, CDmean O AR fLIC X > THEEHTEZ L8
T&%, BE, (X ZZ2RDIUT—EICEFE L7720, EADFEIIND 6B T,
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5-2-3. %85S ) v 7 PHICE TS PEV & CD OS5 X —%

GEELT 7 Sy 7 PR FECT ) BAIciE, T — 21T S BB O BRSO T K
BLOERETWARY bV 6 Z2H#EET 2. Lo L, SBREWNRT VA v oRlbid & T — 2
2T 2ENCT D AT IUER S e d, TS 35D ETHINCIRE S 2 N El/ 7
A=B L RBETINED D B,

Aff7ETld, PEVmean ¥ X O CDmean Oii#flic &\ T, RS HEL T #BITH K 8 L O%E
TERT PV o2 ZBEARET 20 Tldk ., BREMOBELEMHBITIIS &, & ToRETHET
ZBEEREZBNNTIA—YE L TRET S, 610, BEoBCCRE SRR cETH 2
EIRET D, TOREIFEBIIZIEL 2023, FENOERBRS R EIconTEREHR2 2 ik
AT 2R 7, ML L E 2 o nb, PUF Tk, PEVmean & CDmean DRl
IZBWT, TOLICHEARAT A=Y ZRET U T THE I ELERT,

BRI OBEr# I #iE, BREROEEMBEE L EER 2 TERATE %, Thbb

h2

K=S1"72

0% = So? (5.21)

DIE Y NED, 2L

h2

S = 1_—hZS (5.22)

LB\, 22T, BEETHIc oW T, BRERTEEAHILETH 5 L I RELD
R =ZZ"c% (5:23)
YO e ZAMT 5 E
V=272"62+Z(S02 ® G)ZT = Z(1+ S ® G)Z"0? (5.24)
WK LD, TIT, S ERICORMKET 5%
V=Z(I1+S®G)zZ" (5.25)

EBL

o RN |
P = V! - VIXETVIX) KTV = (V1 - VOX(XTTIK) XY (5.26)

oF

B TD, HUS & RICOMEET 2%
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P= V1V IX(XTV-1X) 'XTV1 (5.27)

EBL, $%¢&, PEVmean 13

L M

PEVmean(Z) = o2 Z Z cn™{(8®6) - (§® G)ZTPZ(S ® G)}eim (5.28)

=1 m=1

ZDEHIITELSZENTES, 20, HETIS LBEXR P ZED S L, PEVmean IZEED
FHHATINC O WTERES o2 ZIRWTEIEFET 2 2 L3 TE %, EHF5E PEVmean DJEF 12 5%
LwZd, EDLIHIEETI o2 ZEDTH, PEVmean O K% 5 2 % 54T Z 1348
bok\w, Thbb, 17518 LEER ¥ ZEDIUL PEVmean D bS8 TH 5, FERIC
CDmean IZ2WT %

O {8 ® G) — (5 ® G)ZTPZ(S ® G)}eym
CDmean(Z) = Z Z {1 _ =~ } (5.29)

=1 m=1

3L D 37D 728 CDmean [ZEEEH OB IZABIFTA] S LBER P 2 EDNLERTE 5 2 L2%b
%,

%%, FEddH < £ PEVmean ¥ X&' CDmean % foifl L 4B 74 » 2 IET
2BEITHVBRETH 2, BT 2L I 2L —vavicBuiBon-4RERRTY A v %2
9 2 53, SEERER T YA D L THUS S BT — & 2 T, BB O
BEHBEL K REATBAR 7 PV 62 DEE I N, BETHEEOHEE S ThbN S Z LITHE
® X,

5-2-4. miB I v 28IsH 7L 3 X 4

Bt 7 % BREER T A v DR, T4 b b R(5.28)Di/MERR(5.29) DR AILEZTT ) 7212,
AL TITEEBI7Z LT A2 HV 5, BENTLT) AL E>THONRET A v Z
IR REIRE T H 2RIEIF 20D, FEEAICMZHEE T2 X DI 3018 I BN
(PEVmaen 2V &\, 71k, CDmean 25K &) THA V%282 2 LN TE S, ATk,
AL THOWIEBN 7LD ZLIZOWTHHAT S, 273y Xalk (Akdemir et al.,
2015) THWLNZEEBEHT LT ZLCEMZE RSN, &B, #iWTld PEVmean O

AR T2 FEBT 55, CDmean OEEIC O RN EZRRKNICHEAZTZNUIEL TH %,

BN > T, SBERER T Y A v 2 RBT 2 MXL ZouDfi5l D ZHirzicE®kT 5, 22
T, mBEHORHD I BZBHOBRECHEINTVAHRAIID DO m [ EEE2 1 L, HIESNTW
BOHAICIZ0 LT3, WE, JLOKRE (H2RHDH 2EECORBME L L <, H@EKIE -
EEME D LB DN E 2 W2 2 &) DT TR, 751D 22U, 3HETH Z B L O X X
—RBICEF S, L, TATVRLIZDOWTEZLEAICIE, ZOTFID 27 ) 3b o
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H9,

TNIY ZLDOPEIRGE E LU TEBDITHID 24T %, ZHUERBIHT LY ZLIZEWT
ERER EMEIEN S, 22T BEIEIHETE S REBBH oL ORE->T0E0, 1T
F D DFNFIDEEG BHREN 3T 2 k) IR I N5, WA R T 21750803, A% Tl 800
iﬁib &Lf:o

9. 206 DITAIc DT, PEVmean Z5HHE L GEIGEEDOFTM) . /> PEVmean % £§>
7502 S —EB (RIFZETIZ 103D ) ZREFL, RD 32 THKET 5, T4bb, WEEZ
TWw3 800 @) DEETHA DI b, PEVmean /NI WTFH A v 2T 2E4, Ziud, &5
73 ZLITET ZEGEICHED CGERD AT v FITNIET %,

RIZ, BRI N AT 2 S L, O 800D DfTsllZ KT 5, T I TIEE—IC, XXEx%
ERBLEPFEN D AT Y 72T D X HITAT9H . 1FU DT, BERAIC 2 DDA Z2IESR, Z LT,
BTN 2O0DIFFIZ D, D, D ij BEICOWT, HEOHEZRFS (120 Xk 1 TH3)
BAICIE, ZOlEZHRET 5, 29 TRVERICOVTIE, FITEIcZzi s BER HEERICIENR
BiZb, Thbb, 220EBTHA VEBEALLE, ZNFNOBREICOWT, 7okl &
NTOLLRMIEIZDOEFIC, 8B 60— THREF ST 2 BHIFIIESIES, Z0fE/E%L 800
R DR T, Kiz, KX > TESNLTINR L, —~EDMER (KIFFETIE 50%) THERE
Wetld, 2T, FTEERICL DO EERT 2, 2L T, 20T 1 DEZFFOEFE
L0 DfizEFFOHEEE 1 D9 OFEN, HE AL S, Z1Ud, HIBEE ORI R H%.
AR 1 DA 2 2 L 2R T 5,

IR U 728k, RN, RAEREZHED KT 2 & T, PEVmean O/NS WHEET YA v 285 X <
WRTHIENTELLEZONS, BOBELEUZ, 7L2) AL0YCR%E, #DiKEL L
53% PEVmean OEDOJEAH %2 b EICEWICHBT L THRET B Z EREE L, LaL, &
A ClE, BHENLRFRRRETT YA v 2ET 272012, DR LE%E 100 [BICEE L7,

5-2-5. 32l —3avyDRE

LB T 4 v O iz H PEVmean # X X CDmean 23f)JHCE 500, £7-, #8355
A=Y DEEVPRONDIRBETITA VICEDIIIHET IO EHAT 572012, UTD LX)
W2, BEF—FIcHILyIar—vavrzirot,

o M B L BEETHEINLHET—F2HE L, TLOET =Y IZRENEDH 555
HliTiE, RifE%Z &R 2 2 THIBR L, REEZ Y& £ 2 WREHH T — 1751 %
ERR L 72,

o BTHORMIIOVTe—A—BETHIOL> TV EIREL -,
o 1ODBEBEICOE, MBHDI L 10%, 30% (BEEE) , £7213 50%HETE S &
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L7 (T, SOERe 10%08a, 72 L &by 2),

e PEVmean & X 0¥ CDmean O FIHICHEE R BREF OB EHEBITY] S 1o n»T, HT
— 05 L 7 REAMHB % v 285540 (EEl) . BRIERHERE %2 £ 0.25129 %
B4, 2T05I1IcT388,. £2T075IT388048@0) 23 L 72,

e PEVmean £ X O CDmean O EIHICHEZLBEER B I2OWT, B =0.25,0.5,0.75 D
3 2 L7, BEEMIZ =05 ¢ L 7%,

e PEVmean £ & 08 CDmean DMl X O 79 4 >~ OBERIZ, 5-2-2 ffin 6 5-2-4
fiicEH L 72 5 Tfr o 72,

o BEEMT NIV RLIZ L > TH SNSRI WIHEREEEDEET 2, L3> T,
AETIEHWY OFELES — F2HWTEEY O #ETHA V) 257,

o PEVmean f/Mb, CDmean skl & Hlg S % 72012, Bl & & IS HEAE 2 | RS R
Z3ENL BT A~ (RANDOM_verl) £ & O\, /A IGEAZ RHE2LTO
BRI 2 4B 7Y 4~ (RANDOM_ver2) #ZN0ZF 2038 1EK L 7=,

o MONLLRETYA Vi T 2RBMZ T =0 L, A(5.8)% 5 (5.12)
TERINDELEEEY ) 2y 7 PHlEF L2 GRE T EME RS X R BRE % #E
% ° %‘Z,E\IJ Lf:o

B, BRI, BRERMOBREMEEE. BXOEERICOLTE, TR TEEEMD G % e
D> F YA (scenario.l) £ L, Z2I26 1 ODFHL T 2ELIE T, Ailtc8d@bhDy U A
ZIERR L 72 (£ 5.1), senario.l 7°6 4 123 EHT % 2 & C, #EETHRMEOBREERHERTY S I X
%5228 % senario.l, 5,6 ICEHT 2 2 L THEIERVICK 2B LG T 5 2 L83 TE 5, £7-.
senario.l, 7, 8 \CEHT % Z £ T, BREIZ L OHIERMEDLE D - 7855 1B 2 E %2 % 2
L5 EMTES,

RSB TAI O BEEMIE, BIFICBARELETH L Z 2@ L Tk <, REMT—513
FEEz2fTbR TR oL VndTH S, CONERZBUEME LDld, EEMHBETII DO W
TR LN B MDD S & T, MDEMFITOWTHEK - G T 570 TH 2,

F 72, BEEHBETID T 7 v b UADOERETIE, T OBRBERFEIZNE UMEIcEHE I s 2
EICHEREI N, DFD, ZOREICBWLT, TEDBRET) BETI3XREDITOVTIEIEL
TYFLIREINS, LL, EORMELEGERT 20, H50IFHEBL vt vwoif
B e oRBREY., CORHE CORHEFRFICHREBT A, o2 EIFEBICHE T S
ZEMNTES,

773y 7 FHOREZ, UMD 2380 D% 2 5Hli 7k IC D 7o 7, FHIRSEOfEEE L

L C U CHIERR & X3 2 D DfEIZ DWW THBITR % F 72 12 RMSE (root mean square error)
R EICEEL, 20N E L o7,
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o i1 1 EMF—% (PEVmean % EICEk Do NE, o R 2 abE L 7255 5H)
WD E LB ) Sy 7 PHlE T A O HEE - PHIINBETFREE ., %BeT —
8 (R OLBRECE T 2 REAUE) 1R X £ F L0 5 HEE S N7zl s 7R &
#WIET 2, 9% 0. ZNZNOBEEICE T 2 8EFHE U OHEEICHERT 2,

o FE2 D HEPWT SIS EET AL OHME - PMS KB L | 58T -5 &
WY 2, DD, KBEEOFHICERT 2,

WM G ETH . HIE S N7 R85 L HIE I N b o 2RO T % KR I W2 2 &
KHEEI N, Thid, BEN 2 2K FERM (PEVmean, CDmean, random_verl,
random_ver2) THEZL227-0, BIZNoo7z (FERICPHD I ) B2 2 88 M
WEDDBFE L BWEEZOND 2O TH D, ikl LFE2TIE, 7/ 2y 7 FHICKRD 5
NHZZEVBOIPICELSL, HE1LIX, EDXHIRT—=2IZo0Th7 /) Iy 7 FPHlETVICE
ST (MM BETEMEZHEET 22 E2MELTE Y, #ESINLEETHREIEET—5
EROEGELETERRITIENI EDREFE LW EWHIBEEICTD, WolE), fHE2 TR, 7/
Sy 7Pl TVIC R ) REBEZ A - LT 5 L) HINEZREL Tw 5,

5-2-5. LT —%+t v b

fEpTIciZ, UTD 42507 =%y b 2M\wic, HAKNT -2 2R T—213, 3 BEIF
AF VLT =7 LA TH S, 2L, RAEDRELREICXD, T—2 DRHBS %
TLIRRLEDZIENDH B,

7B 7 LERTNZ, SNP = —h — OB E12133(2.20) 22 5 R(2.22) 12 X > TIEK L . DArT
2= —DHAHITIERNA8)C X > TR L7, £/, by ERaAST—F Tk, 7—%+1y N
WZHoDLDEENTOLREARTIZH WA, 2720, FrYERasT—%%ZR32DT—%
oy bk, 7 LBIRITINCIED A O THEE DSBS AL EIC 25 T E Db o T,
22T, 7 LR ONARTIC 10 ZIMA S 2 &ETRHAZZESE S £\ ad hoc Z&xf
IS ZATo 7,

HAKAGF—% (JapanRice dataset)

HAOKAR 112 @fEicowT, FEN 4 508 CbfmEsLsg, FRER R, SeRimat, M
IRAER T, FEER-D <) © 2015 fFICii@ I N B HE T — ¥ 2 Hwi, ~—A—#E{s
AL LT, minor allele frequency 2% 2.5% & D K& < 7% % & 9 I filtering L 7z 257,879 SNPs
2T 7 LBRITINZ R L 7z, RIMED & 2 Zffi 2 R & . meA%iic 95 Rk, b ikl 2 fig
Frichwiz, 2oO7—=% %y MBI 25RO RFAHB X, fH/Mil 0.88, HUufi 0.95, A
5 0.99 TH - 7=,
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4 FBIEEIT —% (RiceDiversity dataset)

4B THOEFELDT =Yy b ERUTHED, I TCREEENBRZEET 20, @HT
NRIFE & LT, Aberdeen 12 &1} 216 (Flowering time at Aberdeen). Arkansas IZ& 17}
% BA{EHH (Flowering time at Arkansas) . Faridpur (2 13 % BA{EHH (Flowering time at Faridpur)
D 3DITEH L7, RBUBUED R Z R L. AR 301 A8, 3EREED T — % 2T ic v
2o rB. AW TlE~—H —EETHo filtering & imputation Z%f7 L TH 57 29,564
SNP ZFH\ T ) LBRITHN R L 72, 2D T =2 1B 2 REAEO BREIRIHB X 0.49

(Faridpur & Arkansas) . 0.66 (Arkansas & Aberdeen). ¥ X ) 0.48 (Aberdeen & Faridpur)

ThH-o7z,

alLX¥F—% (Wheat dataset)

3HEEBLVAETH T Perez 2L ¥ 7 —F LA—DFT =%y FTHsH, TITF 2010
FICHR SN NEDO A Z vz, BRE (BIESM) BidaicsoTHh . ﬁaﬁ%*ﬁﬁb)“)m%
b : drought-bed. 25t DHA% L ¢ drought-flat, FESEED DS O irrigation-bed., i
WD L ¢ irrigation-flat, MIEZEMEADiWRd b @ heat-bed & 7> T %, Kl % BRit

. REIYIC 266 R, b BREED T — & 2@ttic w7, 7/ ABfRITH1IE. minor allele
frequency 75 5% X ) K&\ 1,666 DAIT v — A —ICHEDEEHE L7, ZOT—7ICBIF3EH
RUMEDOBREIFIHBE . R/AME-0.10, HHUHE 0.17, HAfE 0.46 TH -7,

F7Eway 7 —% (Maize dataset)

SEEIN4ETHWAFYERaYT—% (Crossa et al., 2010) ERIEHE DT =5k
FEEEbN B, ABFETIE, X HF L Crossaetal. (2013) BV THwsNI~Y—h—
BETHT—%, BLXOWNIRT2REM T -y 2H w7, Z @amajC’G‘ I¥ genotyping-by-
sequencing JFIZ X > Cv—A —EBEFHZ 5 TE D #HE® imputation FiE IO TR AMT
bitle, ZITIE, HEINATED ) B, KR TH W 2 EMICE W TLE L TRV TFHEE
ZEB L 72 BB 100 ~— A —I2 X % imputaion TH 6Nz~ — A —EBEFHICESC Y ) L3
RITHI% V72, %28, GBS IC X W S & 417z SNP = — 2 — I iE KHEIfED % S &N b0, 7
J LBARIT I DVERIC I3 TR E2 T2 Z 3% £ L\ (Crossa et al., 2013; VanRaden,
2008), ZD7=®, AW TIE Crossa 5 2MER L 7277 7 LBARITIZ Z2 D £ £ T,

RTFT =2 IZEFN5R5EUL 253 R TH D, B 2560 (25t - SS, Severe Stress,
SR WW, Well-Watered) TOILE Z RBIM 7 — & & L TR, ZEAMHEOBRERFHEIZ 0.27
THoT,
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#5-1. v3alL—>aryorrIARE

BB 8 DINTRA=FFETY I 2L — arwitol, B HAMEOBREREMHE T S
1Z R ERE O BEEMES (Phenotypic Correlation) % BEEfE & L. BRESR ¢l o EER
(Heritability) & 0.5 ZlEEfE & L. #E5RH% (Ratio.Select) 1% 30% % BEEfE & L 7z,

S matrix Heritability Ratio.Select

scenario. Phenotypic Correlation 0.50 30%
scenario.2 0.25 for all 0.50 30%
scenario.3 0.50 for all 0.50 30%
scenario.4 0.75 for all 0.50 30%
scenario.5 Phenotypic Correlation 0.25 30%
scenario.6 Phenotypic Correlation 0.75 30%
scenario.”/ Phenotypic Correlation 0.50 10%
scenario.8 Phenotypic Correlation 0.50 50%
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5-3. fibH
PEVmean # % ©f CDmean 12 X 2 FHIKEE O -

PEVmean, CDmean ¥ & O\ 23 ) QAR T A4 v H-D < PRI (FHBIREE 72 13 RMSE)
ZRE205HFE5ICFE LD, £52 EF 53 ITITBEETRUEIC OV TEHE L 7 HEIREE X
O'RMSE (J5#:1) %, #5-4 £ 5-5 3ERBEMEICOWTEHE L 2 HBIREE X " RMSE ()5
#2) #27-L7, PEVmean & CDmean Ic2\WCld, 538D DT A v 686 12 EHF
—ZIED S FHIRSEE DY (AVG) & X OEERR 4 (SD) 27" L., & 512, RANDOM verl &
DT HNEE D 2% WIED 2 Wilil] (REIC Kk > TRE L7 &£ ED —log,, PlEZRITRL 72, fEE
%794~ (RANDOM._verl, RANDOM ver2) (22w Tld, 203 ) O/ELETHFA v o656
N5 PHIREE D LEHERE 2R L 72,

BEDHBEKEIZOWT, TITHIRLTEL, 7. ZHEREICOVTOHIEEZE Z R\
Hlid —log, P = 1.31 3 5% G EAKAEED, —log, P = 2.00 23 1% EEKIEDOEEE 725, WE,
12D F7 =%ty MZDOWT 8 ¥+ ADMIIE % T4 > T\ & LT Bonferroni ffiiE%
WS 5% &, b%EREAKREIZ —log,,P=2.21 2k, 1% EE/KIEEIZ ~logP=2.911%5%, &
2% 4D OFEITIEICOWTHHIEEZTTI) (DF D ARFT 32 @) OMENDH 5 L5 2 THi
E%%b‘@?%) BAITIE, b% A REAKEEE —log,P=2.81 12D, 1% E =KX ~log,P=3.51

X5, TNox2EEL, ?E@fﬁﬁwli%m&)%t&) RIS % —Iong{ﬁi))S ZHZ 255D F
MR ICOWTIE TR (BEXH EL G —E TR, KT LA ZEHE TR 2510w T
AL 72, T2, ITCIRFFICHI S 22 0WIR D . —log P DS 3 2252 L% THE) LRHT
%o

EFT.BTDOT—FLy MOV, ED &) RilHfi/iiE% w7354 Td . PEVmean & X O
CDmean #7541, PHKBENEREICE T LBIE 24] (R5-2 £EK54; LbicA 2E
BHEJEF — 4%, scenario.2, PEVmean D4) OATH-7, WolEH. F—F kv kil
?jﬁ 2k o THEIREZ %2 DD, PEVmean 8 X X CDmean %\ CHBREET A v 2k 728

IS EE DS | L 223 % BihiEsR S e,

A TR DENIZOWT, R5-2 06K 55 RN & RERICOWTPHIEEZFHH L
7:3% 5-4 £ 3 5-5 TlZ, PEVmean & CDmean (C X - CTHEICK DA | L 724125, M4
B moT03, AETIEEVEMEIZONTY —log PIEIFEERINIT/NI S oTE Y, KER
DEILE V) B Tld, PEVmean % CDmean 12 k > T EEREBETF A4 v 2RE L TH, HiG
DFEFE I, B L ICHEES ISR T 2 R 2B A LRARETH 2 2 EWRRI N, 77
L. HEKMET =212 TE Z DR D TldZ <, HlZ1E RMSE X— 2T 0.5~1 HiZ EEVRGE
THET =Y R EILTE L, BB, £52 LH£53, HBH0IEEG4 LELGS5 2L TsE, H
BIfEEE RMSE 12k 25&W0 34 H 260D, HEL THEAREIED L (ED 5T,

DIFTIERICEL2ICHEHL, =%+ v FE?¥#E\, PEVmean & CDmean D&\, B L0
NRIRA=FDWEIZOWTHERZMRET S, £3. 7—% kv FET, PEVmean X tf CDmean
LA FHEEOR ERHEELR LD EZF ) TRV DDBH B Z b5, HlziE, HEAKWET
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— % Cl¥, PEVmean > CDmean IZ X D7 A Y ZIRDZ LT, IFEAEDNT XA =T
ECTHRERSEE L 72, FT—2I1281) % FHlkEEIZ RANDOM verl 084 CHIER ICHED
S>7 (D 30% % il T 285412 0.959) 25, ZNNEHICEE- 7 (£5-2), 2z RMSE
R—ACHERT 5 &£, 3.770 HD RMSE 23, % b B\» scenario.l OH4C 2.701 H £ T4 L
72 Db 3 (£53), WolEFH) WL A FDT—FThH, 4 FEEHERT — % Tk, PEVmean
% CDmean 12 & 2 PHIKEOZLIZIZ LA EARETIE Ao T,

PEVmean & CDmean ., FHIKEICEHE 2B VIR N Ld o7, £5-2 9%E 5-3 TTHIE
EREEICH L7 — A %252 1L PEVmean O fi03% - 72038, FHKSEEZ D DIcHOWn»T
AT % &, HAKRGET — % ©id CDmean ?1E 9 73 PEVmean & ) &<, Hica A¥X 7= b
7 &0 a5 —4 Tld PEVmean ® %9 25 CDmean & ) @ HEICH 72, 7277 L. ZD#EIZIF
EAEDEGAETIERICOT D TH- 72,

ETHEMD scenario.l TIE, 4 FEBEWFT —F 2R < 32D 7 —4% T, PEVmean,
CDmean 04 7% £ b —Ji 2z HOGAITHBIRBD ERICHm EL % (85-2), 2 20 6#EET
R BRI T 585 X — % 224 & ¥ 7= scenario.2 5 scenario.4 DRz H3 &
THIKEEE DO it 3 scenario. 1 IZHERTHTICTE(LT 2HI2NF LA ETH o 72, HlAIF, £ 5-
2DarX T —2I2EI}% CDmean DFEFICHEHT % &, scenario.l TOMEFREIZ 0.761 T
& % B3, scenario.2 Tl 0.752 12, scenario.3 CliZ 0.759 (2, scenario.4 Tl 0.719 I ZNZ
YT LTz, scenario.l Tik, Ein T ROBREFMBIFTI S 12, ARITEBRF RS L E
SNRVIETORBAMEZ VT2, 2FE), ZOMAIA—F SOEZLLRDIEL{EZ
1A O FHKERE DS scenario. ] TH 270, ZOFERIZZY b D EHEZEI NS,

S OICHENC R R 2 MR % &, BB TR OBRERMHEE S LEER ¥ OFEDL, 1B L WEIE
WL, Bon s L BERBTIA VIZEKEICRS 2 ERRBIN, MAIE, FUEnay
T —FIXRBEBMHBD 0.27 BT =%y FTHoKD, T THE 52 BERTS L,
scenario.2 (BEI[EIFHES 0.25 DH&) % scenario.5 CEIEZEDY0.25 DHA) ICBW T, RilET
YA DL FPUIEERE o 2 B 5, ol ) T, HAKMGT — & 3B RHHES 2
i ed T (P YA 0.95) 77— % TH - 723 FHOE -2 ZHERT 5 £, 2 D7 — 4 Tl scenario.4
(BREE[MIAEES 0.75 O ¥54) +° scenario.6 GE{ZE 0.75 DEE) 12, oE & D b HEIRED
Bl o TWwiz, 51T, Wi scenario.2 DA IZHBBREBIEBEIE T L TWwiz, 2D k)
. EE TR OBRIGRIHET S 1o L CTHEBEOMBEI L H E D ICR L7 XA =82 ASTJLTLEYH
L. BONDIBBET A VOINHEY) 2 b DT ) DA > THEDELZHE ) 22 b
7o, k. BB S OB0IC ko TED X ) ITRET A VHBRE 20220 T, 7%
T THGEET 5,

BRI (RFIcNd 5, S N3 R HEE) L bH-> T, PEVmean £ CDmean |
IDEBONDEET YA ViE, PIEVEELZTYA VIR TENLPUIRBEL2 525 2 808
R X7 (5 5-2, scenario.7 X O scenario.8), IR OB OIT THIKEE ICIIAE®
HI LD PIZERMD 10% L2 BIETETFUREORWE T VERS 2 LDBNEETH->TH,
WIZ 2RO 50% %2 REAHETH D PHRKE R VWE T VE2A 6N 554 TH, PEVmean
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CDmean IZ X > CHlET YA v 2D B LT HONBZETLEZLDRVHDICTESZ &N
RN,

BBIC. 2Oo08 % 54T 4~ RANDOM._verl & RANDOM ver2 ol z479 &
ZIE2TDOEETRANDOM verl D1Z 9 B FHIEEOE GIEE T A v 2EH 2 &b o 7,
FRCHAKRR T — & TIRHEVDBEE TH 1 | BRI RHE 30% D412 RANDOM verl TOHHEY
25D 0.959 TH 2 DIx L. RANDOM._ver2 TOMBGREIL 0.832 1ct ¥ f>7, TDI L
Do, 7 2y I PHIC XD FEMT = Do RET =Y REILT L LT EEZEZNUL, HDH R
Ik > THBREGABRZ KIET 2 & 13, ZRZNOERE CEMEA ISR 2 & A TR Z 17729
EIVLEFLWVWEEZLND,
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L0T

# 5-2. F T — & 123D CGEETFRUE L 58T — 21D GEEFREDORIOMBIRE (57 11 X 2MHBIRE) ., & 2T, AVG 13F
Yfie, SD 3R E%2 KT, £, CDmean & X ' PEVmean (2 X D #3541 % FHIFEE & RANDOM verl (2 X D156 0% FHIKE &
DEZMH (BE L TR o5 PIEOADEHNEZ -logp) L TR L7, 7. —logp)DfEdy 3 Z#i# 2 % b DIZo\>T, PEVmean
% CDmean IZ X > THEXH ELAZDDZ THRT, IKFL2b0Z2 ZH MR L, fElIEAXZ S X,

W

CDmean PEVmean RANDOM_ver1 RANDOM_ver2

AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD AVG SD
scenario. 0.761 0.015 4.47 0.747 0.014 3.93
scenario.2 0.752 0.012 5.03 0.743 0.016 3.14
scenario.3 0.759 0.019 3.20 0.747 0.010 5.27

Wheat scenario.4 0.719 0.011 1.80 0.746 0.013 4.00 0-699 0.021 0685 0.023
Dataset scenario.5 0.721 0.012 2.05 0.730 0.013 2.79
scenario.6 0.759 0.024 2.64 0.730 0.021 1.61

scenario.7 0.519 0.020 4.00 0.530 0.019 4.96 0.449 0.040 0.441 0.094

scenario.8 0.872 0.026 1.57 0.875 0.006 7.45 0.834 0.019 0.814 0.018
scenario.1 0.723 0.016 2.24 0.731 0.008 5.22
scenario.2 0.721 0.010 3.37 0.731 0.014 3.22
scenario.3 0.722 0.016 2.06 0.727 0.019 2.06

Maize scenario.4 0.696 0.018 0.18 0.699 0.023 0.29 0.692 0.023 0.689 0.025
Dataset scenario.5 0.716 0.017 1.59 0.734 0.003 7.24
scenario.6 0.735 0.019 2.48 0.732 0.017 2.68

scenario.7 0.530 0.030 2.97 0.528 0.022 3.51 0.446 0.073 0.458 0.086

scenario.8 0.844 0.012 1.72 0.838 0.006 2.00 0.825 0.015 0.815 0.021
scenario.1 0.861 0.018 0.75 0.881 0.025 1.45
scenario.2 0.851 0.019 0.15 0.858 0.026 0.37
scenario.3 0.880 0.015 2.27 0.874 0.024 1.18

RiceDiversity scenario.4 0.877 0.012 2.71 0.876 0.008 3.90 0.847 0.016 0815 0.022
Dataset scenario.5 0.874 0.018 1.55 0.854 0.023 0.22
scenario.6 0.862 0.012 1.31 0.869 0.010 2.36

scenario.7 0.602 0.210 0.37 0.657 0.181 0.14 0.687 0.098 0.593 0.095

scenario.8 0.941 0.012 1.81 0.944 0.005 5.49 0.921 0.011 0.895 0.015
scenario.1 0.980 0.001 7.45 0.976 0.004 4.84
scenario.2 0.959 0.003 0.02 0944 0.005 3.15
scenario.3 0.976 0.002 6.08 0.966 0.001 2.07

JapanRice scenario.4 0.976 0.003 5.53 0.976 0.002 5.93 0.959 0.011 0.832 0.065
Dataset scenario.5 0.977 0.005 4.51 0.974 0.002 5.10
scenario.b 0.979 0.001 7.01 0.979 0.002 7.18

scenario.7 0.904 0.009 2.01 0.899 0.004 1.84 0.825 0.122 0.550 0.163

scenario.8 0.992 0.002 3.31 0.994 0.001 6.78 0.987 0.004 0.906 0.030
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# 5-3. EH T =2 IcH D BB FRE L ERT — & ICED CGRIEBFREDM O RMSE (516 112X& % RMSE), 22T, AVG 131
fiti, SD I3FHERAE%2 KT, £/, CDmean £ X ' PEVmean (2 & D 155 415 FHlFEEE & RANDOM verl 12 X D556 05 FHIKEE & D
Azl (g L TS o s PIEOADEANEEZ -logp) L TR L%, £/, —log(p)DfEds3 2z % DIZOWT, PEVmean %
CDmean IZ k> THENH EL72b D2 THT KT LA D2 “H MR OR L (ZOFEITIE, BEMET L 2MIE k), SHEA
Xxze X,

CDmean PEVmean RANDOM_ver1 RANDOM_ver2

AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD AVG SD
scenario. 1 0.455 0.014 3.37 0.467 0.010 3.58
scenario.2 0.465 0.010 3.93 0.466 0.014 2.51
scenario.3 0.464 0.018 1.97 0.466 0.003 7.40

Wheat scenario.4 0.481 0.008 2.20 0.468 0.012 2.66 0.498 0.016 0-510 0017
Dataset scenario.5 0.483 0.012 1.33 0.473 0.009 2.99
scenario.b 0.479 0.026 0.76 0.491 0.014 0.43

scenario.7 0.604 0.010 3.19 0.603 0.011 3.05 0.631 0.018 0.628 0.033

scenario.8 0.359 0.034 0.80 0.352 0.011 3.45 0.385 0.019 0.406 0.018
scenario.1 0.326 0.008 2.32 0.329 0.008 1.99
scenario.2 0.331 0.011 1.08 0.322 0.012 1.95
scenario.3 0.325 0.013 1.53 0.321 0.007 3.51

Maize scenario.4 0.331 0.013 0.97 0.339 0.011 0.32 0.343 0.014 0-340 0.013
Dataset scenario.5 0.327 0.011 1.63 0.319 0.006 4.47
scenario.b 0.333 0.008 1.21 0.324 0.011 2.02

scenario.7 0.417 0.004 2.13 0.409 0.007 3.20 0.430 0.018 0.428 0.019

scenario.8 0.257 0.013 0.86 0.257 0.009 1.18 0.268 0.013 0.269 0.017
scenario. 1 6.107 0.369 0.23 5.714 0.769 0.65
scenario.2 6.301 0.478 0.15 5.820 0.562 0.70
scenario.3 5.574 0.426 1.61 5.813 0.613 0.65

RiceDiversity scenario.4 5.919 0.607 0.46 5.898 0.358 0.90 6212 0-339 6614 0381
Dataset scenario.5 5.868 0.461 0.75 6.149 0.481 0.10
scenario.b 6.094 0.318 0.31 6.049 0.643 0.22

scenario.7 8.752 1.443 0.08 8.835 1.072 0.17 8.603 0.790 9.335 0.792

scenario.8 4.126 0.333 1.20 3.992 0.095 5.27 4.502 0.333 5.074 0.361
scenario.1 2.712 0.088 8.68 2.974 0.339 2.64
scenario.2 3.700 0.132 0.25 4.288 0.206 2.71
scenario.3 2.857 0.092 7.52 3.413 0.061 2.51

JapanRice scenario.4 2.963 0.216 4.31 2.908 0.080 7.15 3.770 0-463 7.000 1160
Dataset scenario.5 2.942 0.347 2.66 3.039 0.113 5.74
scenario.b 2.767 0.073 8.29 2.770 0.106 8.07

scenario.7 5.739 0.400 2.76 5.873 0.163 2.68 7.141 1.576 10.386 1.376

scenario.8 1.637 0.220 2.34 1.416 0.067 7.74 2.095 0.334 5.386 0.682




60T

7 5-4. HE T —FIEO S KRB O FHIE & 58T — % (EllfE) OMOMBIRE (U5 21 X 2HBIRE) . C 2T, AVG IZ° (A,
SD | 3HEHEfR 22 £ $, 7. CDmean & X PEVmean 12 & 55412 FHIfEE & RANDOM verl 12 X D602 FHIFEE L 0%
ZjH] t BE L RN PEHOBADFERNE % -logp) & LTRL, £/, —log(p)Dfid’ 3 22 % DIZOWT, PEVmean %
CDmean I k> THEDXHM EL 72 b D% MTET, (KT L2 D2 "EH MR L7, IRz 2l X,

CDmean PEVmean RANDOM_ver1 RANDOM_ver2

AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD AVG SD
scenario. 1 0.617 0.012 3.83 0.609 0.007 5.36
scenario.2 0.612 0.009 4.54 0.608 0.012 2.97
scenario.3 0.620 0.016 2.85 0.610 0.011 3.37

Wheat scenario.4 0.592 0.012 1.30 0.613 0.012 3.22 0-577 o018 0-563 0.017
Dataset scenario.5 0.594 0.011 1.64 0.600 0.010 2.54
scenario.b 0.616 0.018 2.45 0.602 0.011 2.75

scenario.7 0.412 0.014 4.23 0.417 0.008 7.14 0.360 0.028 0.354 0.066

scenario.8 0.727 0.025 0.89 0.729 0.006 4.21 0.706 0.017 0.687 0.015
scenario.1 0.662 0.013 2.02 0.661 0.012 2.1
scenario.2 0.661 0.010 2.29 0.659 0.013 1.75
scenario.3 0.656 0.013 1.41 0.659 0.021 1.07

Maize scenario.4 0.642 0.023 0.13 0.642 0.023 0.14 0.638 0.024 0-635 0.023
Dataset scenario.5 0.651 0.015 0.79 0.670 0.006 4.71
scenario.b 0.673 0.019 2.05 0.664 0.015 1.92

scenario.7 0.466 0.023 2.86 0.462 0.021 2.83 0.404 0.055 0.412 0.063

scenario.8 0.783 0.017 0.74 0.778 0.012 0.61 0.770 0.017 0.764 0.019
scenario. 1 0.650 0.018 0.43 0.674 0.019 0.85
scenario.2 0.640 0.011 1.87 0.666 0.020 0.36
scenario.3 0.673 0.013 1.19 0.665 0.016 0.42

RiceDiversity scenario.4 0.669 0.022 0.44 0.667 0.010 0.93 0.658 0.014 0-630 0.019
Dataset scenario.5 0.664 0.015 0.36 0.652 0.012 0.46
scenario.6 0.654 0.012 0.24 0.664 0.015 0.33

scenario.7 0.462 0.151 0.40 0.497 0.129 0.19 0.527 0.068 0.449 0.064

scenario.8 0.726 0.009 0.26 0.727 0.004 0.68 0.723 0.009 0.703 0.014
scenario. 1 0.967 0.002 7.40 0.962 0.003 4.92
scenario.2 0.944 0.004 0.18 0.928 0.006 3.49
scenario.3 0.962 0.002 5.87 0.951 0.001 1.68

JapanRice scenario.4 0.962 0.003 5.38 0.962 0.002 5.60 0.945 0011 0-820 0.064
Dataset scenario.5 0.963 0.005 4.28 0.960 0.002 4.69
scenario.6 0.964 0.001 6.70 0.965 0.002 6.98

scenario.7 0.889 0.008 1.96 0.883 0.004 1.78 0.811 0.122 0.541 0.159

scenario.8 0.981 0.002 3.28 0.982 0.001 5.51 0.975 0.004 0.895 0.029




01T

7 5-5. Hl 7T — 2 IcHE IS RBMOFHIE & 587 —% (SEIfE) Ofo RMSE (J5#£ 212Xk %5 RMSE), & 2°C, AVG I3 FfH, SD
IR AEEZ LT, 72, CDmean & X O PEVmean (2 X D 55415 FPHIKSEE & RANDOM verl 12 X D18 642 PHIKEEE & D722 %
fl (ki L TR o b PEOADTHNEE -log(p) & L TR L%, £7-.-logp)DfEini 3 ZE 2 % b DI25\v»T . PEVmean % CDmean
ko THERRELZLDZ THT, KT LA DZ “HFRTORLEZ (ZORICE, FBEMET LENIE2), FEflASE S
X,

CDmean PEVmean RANDOM_ver1 RANDOM_ver2

AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD -log(p) AVG SD AVG SD
scenario. 1 0.794 0.011 2.44 0.800 0.005 3.31
scenario.2 0.798 0.006 3.56 0.800 0.012 1.58
scenario.3 0.802 0.017 0.96 0.802 0.003 3.80

Wheat scenario.4 0.811 0.011 0.54 0.804 0.012 1.15 0817 0.015 0.827 0.011
Dataset scenario.5 0.804 0.007 2.06 0.801 0.007 2.55
scenario.b 0.815 0.020 0.08 0.819 0.011 0.10

scenario.7 0.929 0.014 2.00 0.927 0.011 2.77 0.954 0.016 0.941 0.029

scenario.8 0.717 0.029 0.1 0.711 0.010 0.1 0.712 0.018 0.725 0.014
scenario. 0.474 0.012 0.82 0.475 0.009 0.94
scenario.2 0.479 0.013 0.36 0.467 0.013 1.49
scenario.3 0.473 0.014 0.86 0.467 0.007 2.93

Maize scenario.4 0.474 0.014 0.75 0.483 0.008 0.14 0485 0.015 0-482 0.014
Dataset scenario.5 0.477 0.013 0.50 0.470 0.008 1.96
scenario.b 0.479 0.011 0.43 0.470 0.011 1.37

scenario.7 0.614 0.026 1.03 0.592 0.013 0.21 0.588 0.026 0.578 0.025

scenario.8 0.399 0.014 0.38 0.398 0.012 0.54 0.405 0.014 0.401 0.017
scenario. 1 11.637 0.322 0.35 11.356 0.593 0.22
scenario.2 11.762 0.349 0.73 11.239 0.249 1.14
scenario.3 11.230 0.296 0.98 11.389 0.456 0.23

RiceDiversity scenario.4 11.417 0.433 0.18 11.517 0.252 0.02 11510 0.252 .72 0-303
Dataset scenario.5 11.517 0.328 0.02 11.679 0.298 0.54
scenario.6 11.556 0.355 0.10 11.539 0.463 0.05

scenario.7 13.588 1.177 0.10 13.550 0.664 0.12 13.440 0.671 14.087 0.671

scenario.8 10.147 0.266 0.10 10.113 0.153 0.32 10.184 0.311 10.433 0.323
scenario.1 3.397 0.069 7.99 3.657 0.302 2.51
scenario.2 4.279 0.099 0.19 4.818 0.193 2.71
scenario.3 3.522 0.100 6.76 4.005 0.041 2.33

JapanRice scenario.4 3.592 0.185 4.53 3.588 0.084 6.30 4.329 0-448 7.652 1341
Dataset scenario.5 3.597 0.310 2.66 3.754 0.114 4.45
scenario.b 3.521 0.089 6.87 3.480 0.129 6.65

scenario.7 6.348 0.414 2.70 6.705 0.390 1.83 7.767 1.621 11.372 1.630

scenario.8 2.370 0.193 2.23 2.240 0.063 6.67 2.755 0.290 5.934 0.761




AR T HUE DO BRI BI ANl 7 4 v U3 3 58

NF R =% L L CTHENED 286 T HREOBREMMEBITI S LEEHE 3R ud, fFon
DI T A V3R 5, 1751 S OWENHF IR TELRE LT, ZRENDT—2ICB)
% scenario.2 7>5 scenario.d DHHITDOWT, RMOBIENIHHELES T 7Lk > TRL %

(K 5-1 205 5-4), F7z, BEE N OHEDHER TE % scenario. 1, scenario.5, scenario.6 12
DWTHFMKICR L% (X5-5 25 5-8),

9. K51 526K 54 kb, EEFREOREMMEBEO RN X > T, BoNnsRET VA
COMWEPRESELLZZEDVBOPS, aLFXFT—% D CDmean DEEEHICE 5 L BREERIH
BH% 0.25 &K\ scenario.2 Tl é‘i{( AR X 47 W RBED 60 RAED B\ o1F ) T, 3 LA L
iR X 12 RHEDHY 50 B d o 7, Wiz, BREIEMHESAY 0.75 & &V scenario.4 Tld, 4 < Gk
SNHVLRBIEHR 20 RFE L 7%, £/, 3R EERBEI N RHEH I LA LD >, DF D,
KBy o Fkiid 1 Al F 721 2 MEER S Tz, 2 DK E D %M PEVmean ©% CDmean ¢
LRI TH-7, T4bE, B FEEOREMHEBEMRGE AT, FrhRIc g S 12 Rt
e MBI N R LRIICHINS X 9 2EBRT A vianEIEn, BREMMHBENEVESIE. &
oW % R & e IRERT 5 X ) RERT YA voNEIEnTw,

5-1 25X 5-4 D EFIciHEHTT % &, PEVmean & CDmean O\ H 3880 6 7z, BEEFEIHE
BID{K\> scenario.2 ICHEH T % &, PEVmean (& CDmean X 0 &, 2L 20RO
BH & 22124\, flhd scenario.3 & X OF scenario.4 T, ZHUIFAIKETH %, 7425 PEVmean

DIE9H DS, CDmean £ D b, FEDRBMZIEA TRERT 2 MR 2 LRI N, FHIK
JEOBERTIIMFICRERARIIR SN LoD, DL HRBTIA v 2ERT 2012
VTR, MFICHIHIR 2B W 3H 5 EEZ 51D,

X 5-5 2> 5 [X] 5-8 %E% cE LJI: b F, RET YA VOWBEICHETL I LPbh 5, #
fERIMEN (scenrio.5) HAICIE, BREIRIMHBEAMER WIS & BRI, 3l L 22 R34 8idh -
72 Vo), EIEF #mw@m(%mmaw 2iF, SN VRO L H %
DR 2 W BT 2 EBEDE SN, 727 L, BERICHNT 2)IEEICETF—% 2y M
THEVDRHRONZ, aL0FTF—F LU ERasT—¥Tli, BEEXEPDBEOHVESEZF) Tk
WEAICKEREDRR SN, 4 FEEERT —F T2 L) RN EN IR, HEE
DRI E & HICHEBET A VaSERPICEL L 2o $72. HAKGT — 2 Tld, BERIC X 23
BTy A voBEBIZIZEA LR oo 7,
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Wheat Dataset
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5-1. BRIGEHIMPEY & IR DSIRIE T A VI HE (26X T7—7%)

RE L 78 s P RME O BB IR 23 2 7 3 scenario.2 7»5 scenario.4 22\ T, ZNEFND
BOBALIREEDYE i 7 A v O %, il T A V32N ZE N0 R/ BT % 18Uk i
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SN ORMPLE D 5—77T, BREFHEBENEWEAICIZIZEA EDRHD 1 DL GBS 1

Tl EBbh 5,

112



Maize Dataset
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¥ 5-2. BREIFMIMIBY & s LI Rl 7 A I RIZTHEE (v Enay7—7%)
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RiceDiversity Dataset
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5-3. BUEAIMHEY & BB LIRS RGE T A VIS T E ([ 2 EEEET— %)

RE L 78 s P RME O BB IR 23 2 7 3 scenario.2 7»5 scenario.4 22\ T, ZNEFND
BOBALIREEDYE i 7 A v O %, il T A V32N ZE N0 R/ BT % 18Uk i
W& D bl 2 OB (RME) Lo r 7 7 TR L7, BRECEIMHBI MR LB AT I3
INBORMBLE D 5—)5T, RERHEBEEVWEGICE, X hEoRzBEEABRT 27

PAVIBIENI 2 L SbD B,
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JapanRice Dataset
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5-4. BRIGHIMIBY & B IR DS IRIE 7 A IS X8 (HAKMT — %)

RE L 78 s T RUME O BB IR 23 2 7 3 scenario.2 7»5 scenario.4 22\ T, ZNEFND
BOBALIREEDYE il 7 A v O %, il T A V32N ZE o R/ kBT % 18Uk i
W& D bl 2 OB (RME) Lo r 7 7 TR L7, BREIEMHB MR WA IE R
SN VRV L D 577 T, BREMHAMSEVEAITE, X2 TORKEN 1 HD 50152
MEBR S N T A VRl T A v & L GERRENKLZ DD 5,
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Wheat Dataset

scenario. b

scenario. 1 scenario. 6
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B 5-5. BIEH & RBEIE Bl 7 A VI RITTHE (248X 7—7%)
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FLTREEDNE Rl 7 A v O %, T A V2332 NZF DR % kBT 2 [R5 % il

&0 it ZFOBEE CREED) 2 EoB7 77T, E, KOLE»SAIZIA»-> TE
EEPELS 2D EHIIKARL TS, KX, #BEHRIGU Tl 74 v O3 ®Z 72 0 K

IBEERDME scenario.5 1B W Tt e KE K BLR23 794 U ELI NI LD 5
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Maize Dataset

scenario. b scenario. 1 scenario. 6
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5-6. BIEHK & RB(LIFED R TV A VIS T8 (tvEray7—%)

WE L TBERDE L % scenario. 1, scenario.5, ¥ X\ scenario.6 I22\W T, ZNEFNDR
WU el 7 A v O % | ol 7 A VB2 NZND R & iR 2 R R
& fEdhic 2 oBEE GRED) 2o 77T L%k, 7B, KDL o GIZd-> CGE
BREPEC LD EICKRL TS, &), BERIGU TRl 79 A4 v OfEm 238224 0 |k
IEER MR scenario. 5 ICBW T E RESEL 2 THA V3 N2 EBb2 5,
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RiceDiversity Dataset

scenario. b scenario. 1 scenario. 6
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5-7. BIEH L BBLIFED R T A VIS IF T E ([ 2 EBERT—5)
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JapanRice Dataset

scenario. b scenario. 1 scenario. 6
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5-8. E{LH & BOBLEEDBE T A VIS IETHE (HAKWT—%)

WE L TBERDE L % scenario. 1, scenario.5, ¥ X\ scenario.6 I22\W T, ZNEFNDR
WU el 7 A v O % | ol 7 A VB2 NZND R & iR 2 R R
& fEdhic 2 oBEE GRED) 2o 77T L%k, 7B, KDL o GIZd-> CGE
BEPEL AL EIICKRLT0E, HAKET =% Cld, BERICX2 T4 voiEnidize

AMER SN o7,
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PEVmean # X X CDmean CESEE I2E 1T 5 26t

PEVmean %> CDmean 28D &£ 9 %%z K D L KB L TO 202100 572012, FED
ZHEIC DT 2R D IR Bl B scenario.2 ICHEH LT, 3N EikEr S -2z L.
v — A —BEFRICHED CHE 1L 82 Bl BIcRtaDy Y RV TRR L7 (K5-9), 22
T, PEVmean ¥ X 0" CDmean (2135 7% 2 WD 6605 50D O T4 Y BHFET 5
728, 53D D) LANEY DT YA ¥ TZORFD MM LFEIEN 0 ko> T, KA R
DREZIZEEZTHR L, PVRLPKREVIZE, 5l DI HL L TIMP ELEFIN T2
EEEWRT S, B, byEnay T =Y 3 2BREOT—Yky b THED, HDRENS
B I 2 Eidad., £, 2HEINLBHMIIZEH S, LiPBoThyERaY T —
F TR 2 5ANS C EBNEETH -7 6 T2 TEMPERIL 72,

Xl & b, PEVmean & CDmean & 12, ZIX° ORI TR0 F i O R E D fElk IR - T
W HITTIE RS, Pz iRA S T 5 & 9 ICBRGE R 2 EBATHS EEZ O, £/, &
DF—=FTh, B FED T IET 2 RENEENTWE 2 EDRBRI N, KT
DHFEHFIFT =Yy PTEICREL AL ZICHEOL T, BonkNOKB LT IZEL
TED, PEVmean & CDmean 12 X D 35N 5 iiE T A4 > DA, BB 2 EMEE DY
ik, HEVEEINTORVATREERTRR I L,

WEHT7 LY X LD

BB 7L 3 X402 X %5 PEVmean Of/MEE L ¥ CDmean D ALIZDOWT, Z DIPR
Z., 7o) X LD iteration Z & d PEVmean Dix/MiE, % 7213 CDmean O AfE%Z XA $ %
L TCHER L7z, 22Tk, aAX T —FIBIT S scenario.l DEADFERE, AFRHE L TK
5-10 B X' 5-11 12" L 7,

INSDXED, SEENTLITY XLICL > T PEVmean & CDmean O g tas) 1T
L. 100 [HDO# DR LICX > TiZiE plateau ISEL T2 Z &35, L L., 90 [MHDKED
PEVmean & £ ' CDmean DZA{LZFHICHER T2 &, KARE LTT7 LT XL DHED K L 2%
1227 T PEVmean 235#4 (CDmean 23f1) LTw/, Thbb, EENTIL Y XL,
AR DIEHT TIRPCRIGE L T I b o ik, £ 52 56 5-5 18T, PEVmean %
CDmean % 72385502 b FHIKSE OEHERR 2 (SD) 13 0 Tld e hr o 7205, ZHUd R 2 JRE
> TV B AMEEED 272 597, BRI 7L 3 R LI & B IRER D3I BOR T 2 £ T D IR
ENTuAEnI ERETIcE TN,
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5-10. BEH 7L R LI X % CDmean D RAl

aLFX 57— D scenario.l DEAIZO VT, BEBEMN7ILIY XA L2 X % CDmean OfED 24k
ZRR L7, B8R 2880 — FNIck 28R 2E£7T, KD, BEHN7LVIY ALK
-C CDmean FHML TW3HDD, 100 [HOFED IR L TIEBREFICITR L TwinZ L2350
"5,

Convergence of the Genetic Algorithm

best evaluated value among design
0455 0460 0465 0470 0475 0480 0485
2

T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100

teration

5-11. E{EM 7L 3V R A2 X % PEVmean Di/Mb

a2 L¥ 5 —4%?D scenario.l DA IZOWT, BRI 7L DY X LI2 X 5 PEVmean DD 24l
R L 7z, B 2803 R 28080 — Nick 288287, KX, @B 7 L) LI X
- T PEVmean 1ZJ#4 L T2 DD, 100 FOFE DR L CIEHEERICIE L ThawnwZ &b
"5,
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5-4. B

AgE i, JIEMRELE ZBREEY ) 2 v 7 PHlE T VISR L, £BRERBR T4 v o
i lic PEVmean & X 0¥ CDmean ZF|H 9 2% 2 L2 RE L7z, BEOHET—FIckb> 3
L —3 a vy oOfEH,. PEVmean £ X O CDmean (230 X384 2 265 - BS 2580 L ©, M
Rl S BREGABR T A v 20 2 X D b PHIKEOFEOE TG 6 115 FIREMEDNE O 2 L 2R
M X7z, £7:. PEVmean & CDmean % %857 / 3 v 7 FPHIE 7OVICHRR L 722 856020%, 5
BB NN T X =7 MM LT L £9 2 2R L, BEX LB TAEOBRERMERE O 2
DRI A= ELTHRETDIEZRERL, 2D L E, GE 2E&[E L 2\ 0@ O FIER
BB EFERR D 29 Ll ST A =% & )b ITEEFREOBERMHEE T S of%ElC &
ST, BoNslET A YOWENPRKRECELLZZELHS IR >, V»WoIiXH ., PEVmean
& CDmean (T & 2 PHIKE DO AIIHEE TIE %4 <L AROHP TR, WINOFEIEAT» 3
PUC OV THHIE R w25 2 L IIREETH > 72,

EETREOBREIFMHBITI] § 2 RBIEAHBIIC X > TZIFIE L WEICEEE L 28 E 121,
PEVmean %> CDmean (2 X 250794 Y 2 H»w5 2 LT, 4 REEHERT U T -5
v bC, BETHEOFHEE GE&T — 2 IO CHEEME s 7 — & I8 HEEfE oM
BIfRE) DERICH ELZ, 4 FEBEFT -7 CEERLZER SR o770, THKED
SEEEIZIRD L2 Tld s, BENT L) AL 2WEL TRET YA v %2 X D EbIIc R
TENE, T =%y b LHEBROFEEPB SN ARBENEVWEEZ NS, 7L,
PEVmean 23/NE > (£7:13 CDmean 285K E ) 2 &3, ST LS FHIKERE W Z & 2 45EF T
2HD T\ (Yu et al., 2018) 728, KIWREBRICPEEL TH, ZDFEERT A v 3Pl
WEZ RT3 L3R VLI LICHEET 20ERDH 3,

PEVmean % CDmean &, 5 -2 6 117280 FAMEO BRERIHB ORI I IH U<, 7T A
ZFHRICEL I (M 5-1 261K 5-4), BRERMHBEDT WA (scenario.2) 12, #EF I
BORMERP L TTH, —IBORMZ MR SRR T 2 794 VNEIEN T, wolE), B
BRI 2SR5 (scenario.4) 1213, 12IFETORF2iNE L BT 2 RET VA~ INEIF
Ntc, CORRIBMDTEYLSDTHS, Wk, HDEEL i ICET 5 H 2554 j OEIEFHUHE u,
EPUL720ETE, ZOLE, YUARDOROARBERIE. ZORMDZOREICE T 5%
B y, 1Icfli7e & 722\, TR, ZAUTRCTHRRER LT TH A 92, b L, BIEFHRHED
BREEEIHBE 2SR O THIUR, BIDBREE k 1281} 5 A — RO ERBAUE y, 2 T w, > FHIAH
TE 5%, L L, BEFREOBRERMHEEY C | BEMEHLIULELETFREO KRECRE S (D
E 0 GxE PLIINTH 3) HEICIE, y, 13 u, OHEEIIZ LA EEHBL Vv, 2D X ) BEAIC
X, LA, BENBIFROMRGRER | (SNP < — A —BETRIC X 2BIR1T5] G D i, 1 K5y Dt
EDRE WRHFE) OF—EBEICE T 2R y 2Ty Sy 7 Fll%IT) T Tu, 2T
L2 EDHMEEEZOND, TD&) REWENEEY S, BEMRMEEREAICIE, EoFk
LD L 1R EREABRZ T 72139 2 & <, BREFMBIME LAk, EH% %
T2%M% EORBETOLRBELTEBE, ZNFNORETY ) Sy 7 PllZIEHT 21E9) kv
DRI NS, PEVmean & CDmean 1%, 52 6 17z 8 s FAMEO BB (1751 8) &.
LM OBEWEIR (7 7 LBIRITY] G) & ZRATNTHIB L 2236 . RHEBUEIT 210 T T,

123



TELRIAWMAERZNGOND L) I, LEEGBRO 7941 v 2RELL T2 EEZ6N5,

BEES L BRERBR T YA Vo ER 527 (K55 256K 5-8), 1 DOBREEL T2 4
2 EM L CIE, BIEREZ EDLIICHEL TOHRONIRET YA VIZIFEAEEDS
oz (e.g. Akdemir et al., 2015) 23, LERERE TV A v~ TIX, BEED 4 EHE
WKHELRTERE RV ARI X =8 TH 2 I LRI N, W OIIHEMRELIZ DWW T
. 1 OOBRERZ T EZEZ2 U, BERE ED LI ICEEL THRFM OS2 EE A D
LRV D GEIENDRMIIFE IR EHRT 2 I ENTE L, HEREGBRICOVWTEZS L,
BEEMEL & ZiTE, BEFHOBRERMEE (751 8) 1T, MW REFRHERE (77 4
BAfR1TA G) DEEEEE 3 LHEI NS, 2o, BEEOE T IFBREER 0B BT
2T I, M, FHNCE T 2 2B OHEBIEROBEEEZ S0 57O TH 5, Lidi-o
T, EERMEOESIE, EMThOREN LR EZ EOBRECOHE L., 7/ 2BRT1% H
WTENZENDEREETT /) Sy 7 P27 T LR PHRBEOM RN s LEbn s,

Dk H I, BB FRUEOBRERMEIPEEE L o T A=Y Y525 2 L DR
GIVEDSH & 0T e o 72 hS, MRS . B % BRET 512131 & 2 O HFERBA R TH
%, AL IEZ, BEEZOFMAGRICE>THROB I ETHA ), L DEG. BEFKIZ
NROWE IR 20 6 > OHERCREE, BE2F>Twb7d, Bl 2 IXAWIZE CRE L
EBDONRIA=FDENDILL L L ERIIENTES, AEDOS I 2L —2a vtk
U, BRI XA =Y DOFREIIRET A VICRESHET 250D, Rwo7 X =% LEINICE
BHNRIRA=YEFET D (e.g. HAKMET —4% ., scenario.2) X9 ik h Zitl) o i,
PEVmean %> CDmean I X > TR 56315 7Y A Vit BIEAIRERMEZBSTIEICE S 2 LI
BWEITHB, koT, BEEFOREICI>TRIA—F2RELTH, KERMEIZAEL %
WwEEZLHND,

HDVIE, BWEICPEINLRIE T =8 BHUE, ZNZ2HOTRNIX—F2RODBLI LD
EZo6N5, WEEHL T3 EN & REEIRERDELE - 7o RFHFICO VT, aalE U BREL
TOFIGLRED HIUL, Z ORFMHBEPLHEERZSEICT 5 2 L ¢, ZULEETAEDRE
FIMHEE 2 b 2 2 ETHRETH A 9, TOHEEHT L HIEL OREEIZ 20D, 2N THRER
MREICIZ R 6w i Ry ©h 5 9,

A% ¢lx, PEVmean & CDmean % %E5i7 ) 2 v 7 PHIE T IOVICIRERET 212H 72D, LD
EREZTELLTIRAETEE)IICLL, L L, T/ oIREZERT 5 2 & b BIREVWGEE
Td %, PEVmean % CDmean (&, #E{E7HH u OHEEIEH L 2RI E > TE D | BREAIR
B DHEEIZ DWW TIE (D% EBHIRNICIE) BRL Ty, b L, fHiiTE2 CHELZ L)
2. BB 2y 7 PO HNDSEE FREOHEE S T REREO FHICL H 2 & Th
. BREEIROIEL (HEE L, RGN ARBEMO PR TEL L IIHEELSTCELZIENEEFL
», 8% 65 <, PEVmean % CDmean ##YICEIET 22 T, 2D LI HHNZE L 72
m%@%%%’&ﬁjﬁﬁﬁéi #5254, HDH0IFFELH3 LEXLHDL BT E, K
IZ PEVmean 0412, Hik2 (REBEX—Z2TOM) X b Ak 1 GREETRER—2TD
%ﬁﬁcci%—MgJ%Ebkgu%Eﬁ_%<ﬁa ZhuE, #%H %3 PEVmean % CDmean 73,
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T REOHEE Z RE U TR I NIBETH S EBHRL T a0 Ltk s,

PEVmean % CDmean 12 X % JIfEMBo@EGIZ, & D RO - BME CfE S 1
T3 BT 2 E0uEEEEHE (OED; optimal experimental design) &. (3 & A 6 UREZRE T
bHbHEEZ LN, FEERIC Akdemir 513 Z Lz X TR L T % (Akdemir et al., 2015),
FRCHEZE O D1F R A ZHfER~ & OED %435k L 72 Bayesian OED & WHEN 2 WA HFCTH D |
Z ZTIRIED B 235 A —F 120w, FHISE & F554 0 Kulbuck-Leiblier f5#a % fk
6§ 2 5% E iR E L CTHW» s nTw 3 X 9 ThH % (Chaloner and Verdinelli, 1995),
Bayesian OED DFfR (%, <A XD ATH 2 FROMOBREHIL Y BEDOT -2 12
X S R HABIE O TE 5 2 Lich 5, Z4Lid sequential design & MEIXL 2 [IEER
ETH 5 (e.g. Pauwels et al,, 2014), 2% h, —HMOMEFEFR (e.g. WEEF TORBEER) 23
BERIOBGEIC, EORME EDOBRBE BB T 2 XE2, L) #EZ HBRICK) 2 L3 TE,
UG EIFEICEETH 5, PEVR CD X, 7/ S v 7 FHIBRESI NS L Dl 6, HHE
ML FBIC L > TEREIN, Z2DH%IC PEVmean ¥ CDmean & LT4 / 3 v 7 Pl &
iz, ARWIZETIIETIEICH > TI s DIEEZ VD, 7/ v 7 FHlER A ZHEGmo
HlHTEL S EBEWTH D . Bayesian OED OIEHIZF5ciiETH 2 & PRI NS,

AWZRICB T BREN D 1 212, BEIN7Z LT XLABIHEL Touihro 2 EBEIT6 N3

(% 5-10, 5-11), Akdemir & O XIZE T 2EEBH 7L Y XL OFE I, A% 800 (AWF
ZEERL) BB E S (RFZETIE 10), BARERFE 0.5 (KL FIL) . # DK L300 (K
72 ClE 100) TH D | EILERFERE E DR LEIcH 5 (Akdemir et al., 2015), —fi,
BRI L I EINHR F T2 280 R LEIIHIIN S 2 23, Jarfidic b 2 nag ki€ < &
%, FERCIE C OB (B X OEEEL RAZLRE) Lo THEDSA%ZKL, K56 D
9% 777 % HETHERL T, RFTRICHE S 2 WRREIGEE A E NS T2 2 EPEEL
WSS, DR LR YA LS LB HHBEE L w2S, 05K L BUC IS HEl U a5
DERT B,

ZOTNLTY XLADIWHIZEIHE L T, PEVmean ¥ CDmean OEfH a2 2 b %2, AiffZRICE LT
RECE L VHED 1 2 & LTI TE AW THEEICH 72 PEVmean £ £ O CDmean @
FHETIE, Z DFMEIC LxM RICIEF T OMTHE Z G ATE D (ZOFERIIAITE T 55
REWFRLZ) ZRDFEOR MV Ry 7 Lo T, 20184E 11 H 25 HEITE, AWS (Amazon
Web Service) @ mb.12xlarge £ ¥ A% A (vVCPU=48 a7, X% 192GB) %#H\>T 40 2
7T X BUHNF R 21T 72 - 72 554TH 100 ] (RFIHIEN 2 &9 T 101 [H]x800 i@ h DITHIHEL)
DRED IR LIS 77 7 DRMER 2 2 L 7, A TR IBE L BEZ D RSFRELDF, BicZ D
HEHM DR ZICX %, %, Akdemir 51, PEVmean OEHEZLRMBIEL., 20, FEEY
RN FED SRR IGEM Z V% 2 & TR 2 A b &2 KIRICHIR L T/ (Akdemir et al., 2015)
. ZOEE121F contrast vector ZHICT YA v 332 LIZHLWEEZ NS, ED LI’
contrast vector |22 T E#IZ PEVmean 5> CDmean #5159 % (Ifl) FHEEORFITE
P HETH 5,

LEEGR T — 2 1D S OBIEINE 2 T3 5 5k & LT, BT 7L ORI & %I
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fibis, WHETIR, 7/ Iy 7Pl BT T V2 lAGDE S 2 LT, RADEREICEIT S
KRR OELHRZFPHIL X 95 &5 A (Technow et al., 2015; Onogi et al., 2016) 237
bz bz, ZOHAICED L) R REERE T 2 RE0E2RE(LT 208 b7 T
% (Rincentetal., 2017b), Afiff%it ® (FEEmOERTOD) BHEMEIZHA S 22 TlE R WD, 2
DEI 77U —F L DAL INIRETHED 1 OTH 2 Z LIFHHELZRWES ),

AWl PEVmean £ X ' CDmean % ZEGRER T 4 >~ Db ~EH L 72 il ol < &
%, PEVmean & CDmean DINRIZFGHTH D, ZOEMEDIRBRIND L LI, /8T X —
FIIBC CTABNARE T YA VYOSEBIEN TS Z ERHS o7, WolE), BT X —
8 DEE TP CIRR OGR4 E3HE E LT 72, FRTHE ST X =8 DFREICDO W
T, XD EEWRRNZEEE 2GR T 208035 5, Bl 21X, Y 2ERBICOVTHRED
FIRT — I D3H HHHEICOVT, ED X ICHEOLEREGAEZ TV A 350, LwvokiiE
WZHEAEEETH A D, OB ABFZETIEHERE TE 20> 72 Bayesian OED 72 & D FiE %2 HLD
AND ZEOMMNINEIRELLEEZ 5,
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6. 7/ 3y 7 PHNCED S RHBRROTEEFHNICBET 5> T 2L —
a V9L

6-1. FFi

77 2y 7 Pl S BT, F Y AN R AIEM L LT rHlE T
ZREEL . & 2N OEMDRRMOEE L2 ~—h —BEFHE FHlEFVICESE FHIT 3
ZET, BEAEZHE T2 FMEAL ZETH D, AR, BEERIC X D SO R % TG
22 EDHLWERBEEEZEZZ% L. SROFEEEL = v ATHUL, ZOBBETYHIE T VIC
Lo GEIEZITH T EDARRIC R B, ZUC X Dk & 7 2 ARSI m L . Enk
R 72 %2 BSGHETE 2 720, BIENESEPRE A2 EEIZoNSE, ZDXHic, ¥/ 2
v 7Pl dH 5 Tk obo7 7 MERD S, 2 OEEOBEE FREE Pl 5 5k Th S,
L7=d3o T, HARMICIZAER R L L ToRBBICH T2 2 LEEI NS,

Lo L, B3R E 72 A LGERT 22 L83 TE 5720, miBlo DNA EY] (EL
<NnTay A THHEE I NFe~v— A —EETFR) & DNA ~— 7 —[BOME ZAtid 535> Tt
R E VB o 2B KO —h—B8EFHEZS I 2L —2a vy T35 L TES (eg.
Iwata et al., 2013), MEHNRTH 2EEICIZ X D Hlich H . SToEIENRFEHeMT
HoHlzoNTuY A TOWERIAEL LY, v — A —[HOMZZAMiD53 5> T, hEER
De—Ah—BETMEZY I 2L —arv T3 ERHEETH D, HIZIERD {qtl} Sy r—2IC
iZ. RIL R 0E G %2 48T 2 ERE» I I L Tv» % (Broman et al., 2003),

BR—D—BIETHOL I 2L —vavasF ) Iy 7Pl llaabE s 2 LT BN
LRI E T BB TEEDEHE (segregation) ZFHIT A2 Z LR TE B, 20, HAMH»S
BonsBERMEKOv—h —BETHZEHS I 2L —varyl, ZUY/ Iy 7 FHIEF L
ZUCizoud, Z2UdBEREEROEEFHEEOREY » 7V ERRTIENTES, Lo T,
Bl Z 12 5 Wi % AL L TR & N 2 BAREMOBIE FREO 5 CEEERIH) 25T 5 2
EMTES,

DHEEBR T L2REREELHIO 1 DIF, 4 +%21Z LD & T HHBRME2 RFGERKIEIC L >TH
I 2856 THS, CDLEE, 2RMEMZELT 270 0MBRMIZ, BIEIC K BB
DEEDSHEA T Fs, FeMRICE T 2 BETHEORAKMESE 55 L) IGEIETNLIRNETH S,
BAREEFARUEIERLAGICHE) £ T 5 &, i Sl S NFEARRKRME (DX D, ERL %
BAAEA DR RUED I KAE) DIIFHEIZ P & T IMBIE T H 2006 . BAGEIS T I fE
DT THL . TEBPREVIEDREE LV, 20X RVE»S., & BB & Bl
DI#EDIRELICE > TRoNS RILEFOBEEEFHZY S 2L —a VICKko>TERL, E{EFH
EDFEEZ 7 /7 2 v 7 PHNCED & VI 2019808, @& I pil 23S S 11T 5 (Mohammadi
et al., 2015; Tiede et al., 2015; Lado et al., 2017),

TEHEOFHPEEZDIZ, L THBMEOBEREICR -7 2 LT\, Iwata 513, BEE
FRICBWTHY 2 Iy 7Pl alL—yavickaB\ooPHlZiT->7 (Iwata et al.,
2013), REBOGEICIZEE R EORELENR TR TH D Z L ED S, MROBZ HFEEIC
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RILHEMZEZ DTIER ., ~T BB L2 b OBl fER L2580 L o FENICE
W, 1 ODBRMEEEZS2 Z EPEETHL, ZoEAICH, F £HOER FREORAMEZ
HHLZE, ik Iwata SOFETHEHINTWS X )i, HrHEEEA 28R %E2L5E
L%2¢ (eg BEEMELDRAETHD, PORFHEPIHENI L) PEELZS, WTROHW
ICBOVTH, BROBIZTEEDOFEEZ T, SO PHL 2Tk s 2,

RS e BN BRI 2 B O mf LI B W TH AR TH 5, EER DR & L
A7z 4 0 IR TIEBRER 2 5 2 7256, WIOERY A 7 VB W TRT E 5 E k20T 5L, #
RICBT2BETHEDIEZE LA L, ZOBRDODEEPMEARIS 2D W) L — N4 7 23EE
T5%, Lo T, FICWIHOZEK TIE, BRODTBOMET LT E 4%\ & ) e HE %2 2K T
LENH D, TOLIBERIPG, 7/ 2y 7 PHNCHEED R - SR 2 Rk L Kk 9 &
W) RADTERLL TWw 503, 2 2 THRROEESH,. 2% ) oo Pl EE-D < SZRETHE o
REMTTHbN S (Lehermeier et al., 2017; Miiller et al., 2018),

PLED X5z, BRERICE T 28 REODEEZ 7 7 v 7 PN EFPHIT 5 2 &1,
REAL A G b DEEE R R W 4 BRI O RELICE W TARTH B, Lo, B~
TEEDOFHIREEEIZ DWW, AL L THO RSB ThoN TR oRBIRTH 5,

9. HLOETHARICE LT, BROMOFHEAIEPHELZERTIEL BV, 7/ Iy
IV BOTHEE SN S v — A =2 I3, FHOREEMEDEET 2, N4 AHfEGmo LB %
DU, 2 — A —RIRITFR AN ) HEREE LT BEDRH D, LrL, FEALD
KTt RlE~— A =R oFifEERZ HOTERARO S ZH#E L TE D (Mohammadi et al.,
2015; Tiede et al., 2015; Lado et al., 2017). v —A — RO HEHEMEZEZR L CHE2iT-> T
WaHENZZT L T TH D (Iwata et al., 2013; Zhong and Jannink, 2007),

R, 77 2y 7P B W TIREINAHEBDE T VIS OWT, BITEED THIFEEE 2 ik
L 72BI33EE e 20, = = =IO AHEFENBE I 17 2 DDIFETIX, Wit d BayesA
WHRY T 2 Pk A ZHWTWwWS (Iwata et al., 2013; Zhong and Jannink, 2007), W oIi¥9 .
RIL £MICBIT 213 L A EDIZEIERA XY v P2 A L T8 D (Mohammadi et al., 2015;
Tiede et al., 2015; Lado et al., 2017), & D D FHFIEIZ OB TIMRST S T2,

WEE. X950 BBl (RIL £MICE T 208 FH) 2B 2 € FVHEE 2175 72
SOHEFRS N, BINE % AT 5 QTL HMIER0 B 2 IV 2 o 22 36l s it 037 &
N7 (Yao et al,, 2018), L LAhs. BakND ZDHLTS v —A —Eo st f7
EHGTHEET> T, . ZOMETE. BRDBOMEHIELS, HoNHEHEsn
7531 e ORIORIBIREIC X > TR S e, HIBIREIC X 2 AP TI . Arilds Hucsl/ - 5
KPP Tt b LTSI E 2 IE S 20 2 LARER L b, 7/ 29 P
WS 35 v CRBIERECOSTFAIC V> 505 D13, TAESEIRIC 55\ C I3 IR DRI Mot 213 3T 38
THDEVIERO TRICES b DTH S, SHEFNOBA, KA A Do b
Mol % X 0 U, HEE S R P R YL A b 2 R N L. 2 R AR
RO Z E23% v (e.g. Lehermeier et al., 2017), X > T, Z#c FHIkS B 13 B
L OS2 E L TIT I REE L b3,
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DL EDRMZ A, KR TIE, 77 2y 7 FHNCHED S ERSEED PN D W Tl E IS REE
Zirol, 22T, ~TunBERIcBLTTPHlE T VEREL, 2 0HEMD S KA G D
HEFEN, F, oEERMOPHZTIRNZREL 72, PHETLELT, XA XY v Phlge
BayesA £ WIHOMWEDEL % 2 >0~ —A—[lkiz v, SEEO PHIRBE 2 K L 72, £7, TWH
IZHFET B EEER, MRV 533 SNP 2 —h — DT DWW T H ZNZFN 23 ) D% HRE
L. INSDFEMICL>THHEDO PRMEENED X HICED 202D THMGEEL 72,
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6-2. MEL - 7k
6-2-1. ‘BN EEDE Gk

AEiCld, BROJEEZS I 2L —2 aVICEk>TEMET 3 BT WTEHIHT 5, £9. 1
B o\t~ —h BT x P2k 2B OMERIER 2 EEKT 5, RiT, =—h—[|
JFIZOWTERICHIHT 2, BB, 205 22920 TBROSH 2 HET 2 k2 RT,

WE DNADBZATHL 2 EZLL L, HIRMDODY—A—EBLETHRX7 bLxix, 29
DNTa A4 FX7 )L hl, 2 DFE LT

x = h1 +h2 (6.1)

CHDEHNEHTES, ZNFNOXRT bMViFe—D—8 (P LT 3) DXRILZEFiD>, N7 A4
7XR7 PV hl, h2 DERIF-12 $7213 12 TH Y, ZNZFELE TR A F/IEBTHL I LI
WIS 2 (2-1-1 fidb e L), WE, N7 vy FIFEEICHEETE S, Thbb, H(6.1)I
B 215U SEDANDIIRDS, e x IOV THIEL K FEITA[RETH 3 EIRET 5,

BAMEED < — A —BE T x (oW T, WO~ —A—BE /X & x, ThHs LT 5, &
MR D~ — A —BEFH x 3, WO~ —A—@8EFH, BXO, <v—4 -2l 6 12
FOSHERINEE 2 LARET 2, 2% D, KL S oA

p(Xle,Xl,e) (62)

PEET B DT TR C ORI S A0 TRMT 20 ROE.2D2HSTTCLRET. &
PEfE 53400 5 x 2 EIRT 5 T X £ IHICHBA 2,

2 — A —EE PRI Z TSNS & 2k, BRI L>T, H2BDFFD 25D
7uy A 7,2 oFilciaNT a4 7 h BHERIICEL 5, kb HAL S im0
Bix, MO v v a 7 E LCRBII NS, £, MHAKTEBINSIRE 5 2
EFT D, TIT WFj=12,. PIIv—A—DMEEZRT, ZORESIZONT, 5=1D¢
?A7U747hl@%f%ﬁtﬁﬂ7Uy47h®%ﬁ&L\§=2®k§A7U747m2®
HWEELP-IaNTav 4 ThOBEELT L, T4abb

p(hj = hljls; = 1) =p(h; = h2j|s; =2) =1 (6.3)
£9 %,
IRAE s, 1%, FHIRZAIC X > OEBMEEERI NS v L a 7#BIE), T4b5

p(sjis1 =2Is; =1) =p(sj41 =15, =2) = 6} j44 (6.4)

p(S]'+1 = 1|S] = 1) = p(S]'+1 = 2|S] = 2) =1- 9]”]'_'_1 (65)
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Thb, sE. WIIREE s, 13K 1/2 TR S N 5,

P EoXZHAAGEDLE S Z LT, 1 DOBRH»SHHNT YA TERERTZ LD TES,
¥, HEPlo~v—h—BEFHERG.2Ick>oT 2o Ty A4 FiIca#EIL, X(6.3), (6.4),
6O EFHIN TR YA TR BT 5, TNEMBUCDOWTITT S ET2ODHHINT
Oy A 7BRoNns, mBICHIRG.DICK DTN S A4 T7OMZIS Z LT, TO~Y—7
—EE TR x, 2135 2 EDTE S, FASHERTM(O6.2)1F, TNno —HDOFHEIC K > TESR
SN, HHENZEAY v 7)) v 7OEMiZHwA Z LIk D S EHERTMO6.2)IHED T
il (r=1,2,...7) DY 7T

x ~ p(x|xy, x;,0) (6.6)
22 LIIRDTH B,

7B, M EoBEfi, BEOEYAN MR ZETL 725D Tldn ., HL FTHMLE
NET N THLZE2MHFAL TEL, Wl2IX, BARERSCLERED 2 DI & v o 72 iy
XN BHRYH, 22 TEEEINLTVLR Y,

7. "7 a4 7w, w2 Rl O W TR, ERICEOEZBIHT 5 2 LIFEH L WET
H2, LrL, Blllshlze—h—BETHZ2IIL 0 ETI#HERICHKEIE, Ny TOlH
ERITH T EDEER Z & %\ (e.g. Browing and Browing, 2007), ¥ 7-. fHffaZ flilc >\>T
&, FHEZEY CIESHIXDER I TR D, DNA v — 4 —[HOBEEHERE? 5> Tws 2 L
b4\, ZoEAICIZ, Ml fi% Haldane D% Kosambi Oz k> THEE T2 Z £ 3 TE
5, N0 A 7O OREE IF R TIE A L FEBITIZ Z ZICH ) DARREFMEDEAET
205, AFETIZINS DHEBIZETHED»S LWL EREL, IhM ERERLEVLI EI2T 3,

RIZ, = —ZIROMEICOVTH T 5, AWZETIR, BIEFEEIX~ — A —mlEE 7V
WKk TERBINS LIRET 2, Thbb, H5R04i DBEEBETFEw, (=1,2,.., NIZTDWT

u; = a'x; (6.7)
DD NDET S, 22T, aldw—A—RIRD PRILRY b L, x) 1355 i D~—h =86 TR
N7 ML TH D, ERICIEUIERPZEA Y S AR EDHFEICED. TOETILBEEICIEL
WZ EIZIFEA LR OD, ZNR2MET 5,

AETHE 4 XY v P (BRR; Bayesian ridge regression)., BayesA DWW D E T
b, 2 —A—RIc (BENZ) HRioMzED 5, BRRICET 2 FRiofiiE

p(a|ve, To) = N(|0,16%) - x~2(05|Ve, To) (6.8)

TH Y. BayesA IZE ) B HETOAM T
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P
plave ) = | [N (o510,0%,) 72 (02 Iveo ) 69)
j=1

T#H 3 (Perez and de los Campos, 2014), BRR Tld~— 4 —31R O AR B IERS A TH
ZDICx L, BayesA Tld t 504iTH % (Gianola, 2013), L7223> 7T, BRR Tld=—7 —%E
DR HI S N, B TOC—A —FRD 01T iEZ & 553, BayesA TIZ—ED < — A =383
REREZ LD EHFREING,

Wit D720, BEMNZKETLICI ODER T2 L2 L2 RET R L EDIC, 1 HODDBEE
PO TETIWMLEZT) CL2IRET S, 2DE E, ~—h—lFoLEREEIX

p(yla,02) = N(y|1p + Xa, IoZ (6.10)

EEDDIEMPEMTH S, 7L, y I FRBAMED N KL 7 b, X & NxP RIGD? — 71—
BEFHRATH, p 3ERBUEUEDPIETH 5, T T, EEDH o2 ITOWTE, FHEioMz

p(Gf,IVe, Te) = X_Z(O-glvette) (6.11)
EED D,

ZnEE, RO,y r—2 {BGLR} #Hw5 Z £ T, BRR, BayesA DWINDETILIZH L
Th, v— A —WROFBEFAIN) Z (z=1,2,..,2) DI T

@~ p(a|X,y) < p(y|a, 62) - p(a|vg, Te) - P(OF|Ve, Te) (6.12)

% . Gibbs sampling |23 &% Z £ 23A[RECTdH % (Perez and de los Campos, 2014), %8,
Gibbs sampling 12 X > CTHBEGIAGD S DY~ 7N %2152 1215#EY)IC burn-in 2 €% 2 HE H
503, AW CIERERAIC S % MCMC @ chain ##% 12,000, burn-in % ¥ 7 )V#% 2,000
EEDT,

RABA~— A —BETFHOY v 7 x" e v — A —BETHOFEBRSMP DYV 7L o' %

M2z Z &, BRERETFREDYEE L O EREZG2 2 L3 TE S, W, BIVEEOHE
EEZmEL, TWMOHEREZ Yy L35 L, 26 DfflX

1 1 1 T 1 T
_ = _AINTAN gty ) = [Tyl 1
m szz ZZ(TZ“ X ) Z-TZZ“ X (6.13)
z z t z t
1 1 1 1 2
T T
v=EZvZ =§Z{T2<a[z] x[tl —ZZ al?l x[t]> } (6.14)
z zZ

t z
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LEMEEN S, oF D, w—H—%% nuisance parameter & A7 L. FEA & P TR
izt s, £oT, v— A —BETHOMERM 228872 1 D3 EEZICERROBEE - HfED /5B
BT 5,

nE. HZLOBITMHATHOENT VWS, v —h—FROFEE% miffeE s & L CREE T
RUED ITEET I 2 5HREE T,

RN XL D WIS
t
TZ{( Za[z > [t]—m’}z (6.16)

ZDEIEEETHERDTNS, XoT, FHHOHERIT VLT NOFEEZ HWTH 2L
B 7D, e o TidF—8 L 2 \v,

6-2-2. AT — & DAL & T Tk

A TIE, 7/ Iy 7 FHEHOCEBEDOY S 2L —va r2ET 2 HNTHFE I R
2%y ’r —2 {BreedingSchemeLanguage} %\ TR T — 4% %45 L 7z (Yabe et al., 2017),
ECOIZ, [y r—2o0 defineSpecies B & initializePopulation B%c %2 F v 1,000 fREfA
D26 7 HIRFEMZER L 72, & 2, fetaff e 7 K, 2ako RS (& ToRadicibm)
% 150 cM., BRIFEHY A X% 100 f{fk, SNP =—h—D# % 5,000 SNPs, = A +—7 VY LA
% 0.1 PLEICEREL 72, QTL OfiEx 20 £ L, £ T QTL MMz oA Z > L L, &
BRENHEHICOWCT, BEEH 0.2 7212 0.6 1245 X 52, BEEMEZ OB 5 1IEHSy
12 & BAE Lol U GRS FRUMEICM 2 . REBEZER L 7., /2, BE{EEN 1 Ths (BRE
E,E&%’Eg’ﬂﬂbl]if ERFREZ RBRE & 2) BN RS I OWTORGEEZ T 72, &,
et g, RO E X | HRIENY A4 D& E X, {BreedingSchemeLanguage} /Sy 77— D
BEMZHRALZbDTH S, 72, F Ny r =2 Tldk, QTL O&hRIZ, M%7V ILOSEEIC
57, BB & DIMER i IC X > TER I NS,

Z ORABER 1,000 JETXRTEZHWTPHE T VAL 2, PHlET7 LI BRR 8L
BayesA Z H\»7z, Z ZC, 5,000 SNP £ T%#Hw 284 &, MIEMAISEIZN 7 500 SNP O A%
HAW3EE6028) CETIAURELZ{To7, 22Tl {BGLR} ¢y 7 —2 %\, Gibbs
sampling 1230 < < — A =% D MCMC #EAZ 372, MCMC D## DK L %% 12,000 [A1 & L,
burn-in & L CHED 2,000 []73 D% > 7V 2WEET 5 L i, 10BN 1 BOSEE T — A —
hREME L 72, ZHuc kb, 1ED ORYFITOE 1,000 O FERERDAIHE ) < —h —2h R
DERZFT, DIEOFHRICH W72,

AL 1,000 fEFR D48 D &Rht I 499,500 580D TH B85, 2D HE 4,950 ) 2 MEfEAIC
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BEATERMMEGEZ AR L 72, 1#E) OREMHAGDEICOWT, Z0Z 1 1,000 FEEDEN
P A—EEETHEY S 2L a VI KD ER L, Y ab—va vidE(6.1) 5 (6.6) 1K
DEfTot, T I2C. M AfIZ {BreedingSchemeLanguage} 12 X - CTHEMZ AR L 72 BRI
5.z 5N 3 ipHEEIc F> % . Haldane o3Uc k> TEHELL 72,

PUED T S 12HE > TR o L ARBRR MR, B KO FRIAIHE ) ~— A —3Roy v 7
N6, H(6.13), (6.14)1 & > TRIGES THREDF9E & iz e L, £/, Jufrifsiic
B HEERE2H(6.15), (6.16)IC k> THEL, v— A =3 RONHEEEZERKE L Wigaicd

FL0D L AR TIIEBRRDOEL ZRBIPEICOVT, v—A—HELFHETNVZEA
Ty — A —Rz2HE L7, 612, MCMC ¥ v 7 vz ol iEatEk L | f Pz ol
AtREED 238 ) CREN OB FRED i & oriiz PHIL 72, ZHuc kb, EER, v —
A —H#E, FHE TV, FHRIEDE I X 2 7 OHEERIE 2 BGEEL 72, 4k, BIERIZOWT
120.6 2, ~—A—BIZO>W»TIE 5,000 ZBEEE L. ZRZnofEzE)r L 7%,

Lo Fe & TlRBLRZ THIE 7L OFIIMENICHAAA 223, EEOBRE CIIBRHiE €
TIUEICHHTE 2558 L 29 TROBADOMADEL I 5, Hl 2 IZNESCHE L L, R
LB on WREANEEHEDOLAGICIE, BIRMEZE T UVHEICHVWS Z EE L w», L
2L, EE OGS IR RIS R & 72 2 RPN RE DS E R H T H U,
RECHTIC B 2 B U, BRM 2 eI ORIl 2 T3 2 e TE S, F72, Y
RIeD S| B CICRBRBPEE S - 2w chiuE, ik 2 oREMZFHL T
FHIE TN EWETE S,
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6-3. f
BRI O PG IZ DWW T

BAGEBEFREDOFIMEIC OV T, EERLE FHE TV ELZGEOTHFRZK 6-1 12,
2 —A—BETFHMETNZEZLLGEDFHIRERZIX 6-2 1R L7z, BRCEH 0PI O W T,
MEEIHE oM D . MCMC > 7'V % oz st Ed: Rk, +7) L —0—2IRoF#% Y
flEIcE-D R (F, AHD 3—%T 5,

2O FHETIVOMICIE, ZHUIEWHRREVIZR S NAd > %, BEROETIE, —HD
77 2y 7 PN E T B MR & R, PR OBE LB el kI L (K6-1), ifc\ <
— A —EEIZOWTH RIS, v — A —BEOI NI & 2 FHIKEE OB L MR S 117z (X 6-2),
BRSO — ) —HEOBURPHREEICEZ 28IE, 2Oo0FT LV TIRIFETH > 7,
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BRR, h2=1.0, #mrk=5000

True progeny mean

BayesA, h2=1.0, #mrk=5000

- © Use averaged effects ,,/156' - © Use averaged effects Y 4
+ Use MCMC samples 8 @ + Use MCMC samples g"o
c | c i F
3 3
£ €
> >
= _ < -
[} [
(=Jd (=
< <
Q Q
° - ° -
e ]
9 Q9
o o
9 - [ =
a a
£
. ﬁ =
T T T T 1 T T T T T 1
3 2 1 0 1 2 3 -2 1 0 1 2
True progeny mean True progeny mean
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- © Use averaged effects - © Use averaged effects
+ Use MCMC samples o + Use MCMC samples
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True progeny mean

6-1. R L FHIE 7TV X 2 RACEI DO FHIKEE D24

Milc BEoRCFE 2 fitilic 7 /7 2 v 7 FHNCHE S BRI o FlliEZ & O, PR Rz
MRL7c, 22T, v—A—ROFRFII2 GitER & § 5 5iE25 R - AT, MCMC % ¥

TV O T BEEGHRE 2 R -+ om Lz, SIS BRR IS K 2 Pl %, 451753 BayesA 12 &
2FHCHY, EBDSIEIC, EEED 1 DEA, 0.6 DEA. 0.2 DEAETH S,
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BRR, h2=0.6, #mrk=5000 BayesA, h2=0.6, #mrk=5000

o - o Use averaged effects o - © Use averaged effects ,.e;"

+ Use MCMC samples o + Use MCMC samples r) *
c el c s =]
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€ £
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§ © 5 o
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o a o
o 0) = Sece
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True progeny mean True progeny mean
BRR, h2=0.6, #mrk=500 BayesA, h2=0.6, #mrk=500
o - © Use averaged effects o - o Use averaged effects
+ Use MCMC samples + Use MCMC samples
£ 4 £
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g © g ©
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< o
a a
2 ot
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o kel
2 o SN
a g O
o o
g T T 1 T T T T 1
3 2 1 0 1 2 3 2 1 0 1 2
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6-2. v — A —EE L PHIETIIC K 2B O PRI E D21

Tl OB 2| fithhicy 2 2y 7 PHNCED SR PllfEZ & b, FHIRR%Z
MRL7, 22T, v—A—ROFH %2 mifER L2 hkzE 6 - AT, MCMC v
TV ORI EIE 2 R -+ 0m L7z, SIS BRRICK 2 Pl 2, 477143 BayesA 12 &
2FVHITHY . EBIE~—A =823 5,000 DEETHD ., TRIZ—H—KD 500 OHAETH
%, %8, LBROXIZX 6-1 OFBEOKEH—TH 20, HEEABBICTH72HDICZITHRL
77,
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BTBDOHEEREIZ DWW T

BAVEE FRMEO BB L T FfRIC, BEREFHE TV 2L 560 TR Z X 6-
3IC. ¥—A—HETFHETNZEZTGEDOTFHRERZX 6-4 1R L 72,

9. RGBT OWTIE, MCMC %> 7 V% o BERr L Okt - +5) Lv—
B =R OFH I IS CFHEYE (B - AH) TREREVPR N, v —h =D
RHEERZ T 2 HOGEICE, 28O FRl2SE NIl (o FHliE?S, BEEIC X TRIE—
RRICNE S 2 3) S, 720 K63 X0, 20N FHNEGERIMEL & 21220 CTHEFIC
nHIEbbhot, Thbt, BROWMOFHEITIE, v~ — I —ROPHEFEMEZZEL 2T
oW IEBHEL RS, 22T, LT CIREEREIEORROAIIEH L, Zoftho
KT TDRERZ B D,

EEROETIE, BRI PN KRE L 527, X 6-2 2t HKT 5L, »T
NOFHET N ZHOIEETH BEEPET T 21200 T, o PRl IS T 2 (1F
EAEDSEOFHELE CAEICED ) EHARR SN, &) DIHEEERD 0.2 LIERVEGEIC
X, BEROGEIZOWTIRIZEAETFHITE TR o 7z,

B 6-2 D)6, FHZ EERETBRICOWTHEGIANICHR 2179 & BT PIREED, v
ZFHETNICHRESMIFEL D 22 L3025, BRR ZHOEAICIE, BEEP 1 TH1E
ATIZ, THIFPPENTHIZINS L EHIC, DTN L TS, BEIEED 0.6 DEEIC
M€ TNDENIZRDEETH D, BRR TIHEEROETIC X 20 BOMNFHDNIE > E D LI
AT E LD, BayesA TIEZ DEAWIVNS (BB TR U -CBEf@c 2 R0 A3 A]
BETH o7,

TNV 2 SNP = — 7 =B DA 1%, BT Z PR PS5 & &SI TFHIS
7z 7. BayesA Tl3., DAL DD 54 U BMRERICOWTIE, RRRIC OB O HEE
DN OMNTFHIL T L ) HALEZE I N, 7271, 4,950 @) ORASHAA LA
2 Tld. BRR & BayesA 12 X 208D P EE IC B 20&E W I3 L s s o 72,
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BRR, h2=1.0, #mrk=5000

S 7] © Use averaged effects :‘ © Use averaged effects &
+ Use MCMC samples + Use MCMC samples
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6-3. BIEF L FHlE 7 X 2B FHEE D ZE

Milc BEoRMAo#E. fticy / 2 v 7 FHICE S S BRATBOFHliEZ & D, FHIRRZ
MRL7c, 22T, v—A—ROFRFII2 GitER & § 5 5iE25 R - AT, MCMC % ¥
7V o iEat k2 R/ - B L, ASID3BRRICK 2 Flll %z, 434148 BayesA IC &
2FPMTHH. LR OIHIC, BIEEDR 1 DA, 0.6 DHA. 0.2 D56 TH 5,
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BRR, h2=0.6, #mrk=5000 BayesA, h2=0.6, #mrk=5000

290 Use averaged effects ~ 7] © Use averaged effects
+ Use MCMC samples + Use MCMC samples
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X 6-4. v —h—FE L PHE TN X 2HRADTHO P HKEEOZALL

T DBz, fiehhicy 2 2y 7 PHNCED S BERDBo PHlfEZ £ b, FHIRR%Z
MRL7, 22T, v~—A—ROFH Pz mHfER L T2 hkzE R - ALHIT, MCMC 4~
TNV OB GTEYE 2 R - o Lz, EFI3BRRIC X 5 Pl %, 47123 BayesA 12 &
2VHITHY . EBIE~—A =823 5,000 DEETHD, TRIZ—H—KD 500 OHAETH
%, %8, LEBROXIZX 6-3 DHEDKEH—TH 20, HEEZEBICTH7HDICZ T THRL
77,
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6-4. EE

REBEROBIEFRUEICOWT, BRCEHO FHIKE L, BEEee—s—%ick 57, BRR
& BayesA OIICKELEBEOD o7, Lo T, BICFEHEZFHT 223 Z2HNE T 28551
. WITNOTFHET L ZHOTOHREL LI ERRBI N, Lol ) T, BIVDHD T
IR FHIEF LI X > TREL EAR D, BayesA 2\ 3139 28 BRR ICH AR TENZ FHlZ 5 2
52 EDTRBI NI,

BROBO FHKEE X, BEREDETP—h — B0 L > TELL 7228, 2223 2o
DI BZAEDBHER S Nz, 1 DM TFHTH D, b9 1 23 NTFHTH 5, BIERDET
FEICHINTHZ, == —BOWPZEITHNTFH 25 S L, £, 2OX) BHNT
1Z.BRR & BayesA [Z RN THHDOMI/NTFHZ G I LR TWETILTH S 2 EWRRI N,

NFHNZOWTE, B FHIE 7OLDSEHRPIC & 28RN U 2 & DS 7S & e
INd, v—A—HOWPIE, BED QTL & DEFHAFEZE NS L, QTL Ik > THPII N2
BIETHMZRZ 5L 2NHICT 2, DF D, 500 D SNP = — 4 —721F T Z 6 1 8B
BREOBEIHE D HAS 0 Z2Huck h, BIVERICE T 2860800 —BRICENHll S 1
TEFPRHINDG, VW olE ) T, TEBOMINFHNCOWTIE, BIBRE C@EY) 22 PERIYEIT I3 R
ANER

BayesA % BayesB (¥, BRR It T, QTL OEfEICH7iE T 32— DNA v — A —%2iGEH T
ZIEADECETIOULTFIEL L EZoNTED, 2Dkd, 7/ L&Rilbiz 2 B F o <
8§ — v MROZMIC L > TEb > TH, BB TFHIATEETH 5 LE X 5N TWw 5 (Habier et
al., 2007; Habier et al., 2013), AFZEOHEIZ, N o T & 135 % 2475 5 BayesA
ETNVOEMNMEEZRB LD TH S, LiloETiTlE, 2N NOBMREMICE T 2
L AL TOTHIKEE (BB FRE E PHEOHBIRE) 2EHR I NGHilcH o/, 2o
FHIKSEE DS O 1F EBRICEE L BN S FEICTFHITE 2 2 L3RI N300, 4L Y
Z)TRBVEAEDRD 5, HIZIE, ZOMBREITETO FHIMEICEBNLIEDEBLE 2 T4% -
THED SV, il 4 OB FRUELM/N « fi/h TS 70T T H HHBIREUL S O R RE DS
b5, L., flx0BEFREL NPl S BRI P S 1, i Pl S o
BRERDEILENTFHIZS, 2% 1), Habier & DT8R RN O FHIKEEIC O\ T, AHf
ZRIRZBEDOTFHEEICOWTGERLE 2D D TH D, B 285N TE T IVO KR 2 1772 > T
%, AWJE & Habier & OMefTifiz#E 2 1ud, HRZEZ CFHIE T VEZEH L 2 wigGaic
%, BRR Tl&7%: < BayesA ZFH T2 Z L IcKELHE1H 3 LiEwmIToNn s,

B, AFEORERIE, 47 L D EEOMHAREE (Yao etal., 2018) EFET 2 HD TR,
Yao & b %7z BayesA, BayesB, BRR # & 4D € 7L CHRATHOPHKEE 2 KL, €7
VIENTIE EA EZIZ RV ERER DT T3, L L, %5 I3iHliENE L L TEO B E FHIS N
72 OB OMEIREZ FHOTE H . a8/ - fii/MEEIZ O TE—YER L Toukwv, £
72, Yao S3ME IO FEMEIORIHZEE L, FHIE TV OREL 57 L v I IERICD
BORHETHEMEL TWE, ZOMIcd, AL Yao 5D 2 2L — a VITIEEMFICEZD
HY . MEREZERIIIE T2 LI TERY, Yao 5 DFEREARNADOKREEEF 2 5 &
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BayesA & BRR CTHBED FHINEEE 128 22 2 0J58MED3H 203, Fick > TdZDEIZH T TH
2 EEERINTBERETH AT, WZIE. ANEDL I 2L —2 arvF—2Td, BERMEOLE
#1212, BRR & BayesA OEW I CIE 720,

AW Clx, BayesA 28BRR & D) b BROTHETFHICE W TENLET L TH S 2 LIRKRI
i, KR CHIEZITORD > 7D E T MALTIRICOWTH ARD I 21T 5 2 L IZHEET
Hb, LHrL, SoICHEHIRRODIZ, BROTHE. FI2oBo PN S ENE (RMREE
WM L) Z2FOFHMETLVOFETH %, BRR 7217 T7% { BayesA T, EHnEPLv—7
— BT X o I BN TRl S e, BERCEFEO TN D W TRMREEZ 72 LoD, %A
DFHMHARICT 2 &) BHECEIIFET 200, FHET 551X ED X H IR TIUTR L,
FELEVARSIZEDEIBR I L—FA 703D 25D, % EDFRMICEZ % 2 LIZEBE LR
HCTH D, ZDRDICIE, X ) BEFRENLE 7 7 —F B R EEZ 6N 5,
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IR A Vird
7. BEE

KU DHRFE

AETIE, 77 Sy 7 Pl OGO - mdfbz HEE L, 35E 5 HTIEFIHE
T — ¥ DI ZERIEICOOT, 4B TR FPHE T VICHED GEBRGEICOWTHRET L7z, $7-,
6 HETlE, BREEIEORELEZIT I 72 DICA R EBRDEEDO FHNIZ O WTE T VK Z T4 5
77

3FETIE, BB EE 27/ 2y 7 PN E T AR RE IS L, uncertainty sampling
2 &> T, SVM T & 238K - KO _fili Bz S ETE 2 2 L 2R L, MXILT —F ThH
Zv—h—BETHEANT =2 T2, T, REBIIBRBEEENRE O 0@ER - 7K
DMET NVISERD) BB EHERIND Z R L, 7/ 2y 7 PHNCRE O L 23888 #H
BIFNC B % KT T 2 PRI N0, AL OHITH TR BHE S B ISR S Nk o 1z,

5RCIE. BEFEOIIBENBGE L IEE 2 LB E 7 1 v oE ki) bl L 72, BEEFED
TRERIZHEL K Wb DD, ZOE/ITIERET 2XREH AT A= EHLL, o, BEIN
7T A= Lo THEONEEERERE T A VRS R LR Z L 2Hs I L, BN
EE LD BERLEE ORI MR A, EHERET 2 &) EmE T E
Fio O RFH A EBOBRECHEVIBE LR TRETH D, M2 N6 EHOEAIE, £2To
FHEIBIEFE BRI 2RETH B 2 Ebh s, i, 526Nk 5 X
—Z > T, b k9 BEBREGEBT YA VIcBITS FL—FA 7 25ffi L T,

3L L5 T Z-RBEIN 2RI 7 — 7 E UL DOBF X, %07 Ty 7 FHlicBIT %
HEZHED 1 5 ThH 3, T2, BEHMDAFITHrH 2R - &80 23 2 Mi~w—2—EB
THRIDZNE D HREL, BEICBI AR ML Ry 712> T3, REAE DTS HiEH
BRI T3, ZORNEZETZ ERBEDTIER G, 28R 6, BIE TR FEAE LI
BIICZETH 502X ) . REENIHERICEZB L, 5D Z (USRI IEE 2 AlRe D H
2067, BRI, BUROS =7 v ZEMORES. H T 0T T 0l is T,
PRER L LI AZENEH 20, 1 ODDORKICIZFTIOEE Y., EEEICHE S NUE, 2D
EDIRHIZN T2 2 LIFIFEA LRV, L L, RBEMEIREBREOFEIC X > TLE T 5, HEK
DEMEEF % 20U, BENH—TH 5 2 LIZIFEA LR, EEBOHEICKD D 10,
BEPE T X ) BRI T2 2 X ) 10x 2 £k, B4 IIEH T 2BREOMEZ
FRERIOWEZBEL THERICKMIE T BERH 2259, EORFEMEL., EDRKD
HEZBET 20, Z2NZ2 ED LI BREETTI) 02 GEMNICIET 2 2 L1k, 29 LahEW
7 HERICIZ T, BRESRIFENAEA E LTS Z Sz I HHEDHEL L \wA b,

4B T, XA ARBELZIEH L, 7/ 2y 7 PN BRI ERORR 2 546 %
B E PR L 72, R S NI SGE RIS I D GEIIRIE (X, P TV OARREREEZZE L.
TR AT R 2 B U CGER LGRS 2 2 & T, BIF0 7 — 21> TwTESER$
52 DL WERARN 2 IR TE o, BEEROBEZEEIACRBMINANE S, 20
SRS EDFAE L Rl EEOFRBICK T 2HMMIZa 7 - av sy a vk Eo—if
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DEMBICPBESN TR, 77 2y 7 FMEY — v Ny 2 OfMZ g 3 F7 T L LTEHZ
H£Hoo5HD (Yuet al, 2016; Crossa et al., 2017), HFFSGERZ H O 728 IRRIK X, Z OR)
Hr S 5 IED sk LTINS,

6FETIX, 7/ Iy 7 FHZHCT, 28 54 U % % AUE RO EAE T HUE D 75l % T3l
THRMEE R -7, 7/ 2y 7 FHENCE T 2 E TOVEHENE, TS 22 % H O 2 R AR
ko THMBINTED (e.g. Heslot et al., 2012), ZEEHAR D FHEIEELICOWTEE L 2612
LA E T OEEDHITES S IR IE L < A WEEIEICESC b D TH o % (Yao etal., 2018),
AHZEDFKEHRIZ, BRR £ T NMICHT 2 BayesA €T VOENMNEZES RRT 25D TH > 7%,
BayesA L HLIOMWEE 2> L # 2 503 BayesB 13, » 2 £MICHH L2854, DT
P PHREEOIR N 23 BRR ICHARN T/ W2 EDAIS LT % (Habier et al., 2007), AHFZE
DFER L B OE T, Rz E) EAYT /7 2y 7 P HlZFHT 285481213, BRRZHW 2D TIE
¢ . BayesA EF N Z WA Z LR HEREI NS,

3ED S 5EETOMEIE., WInd, REIC K 2H -8B THOERZHEET. H2H
HICED o N LM ohT, FHIETLVOREZFEO S 2L (3F, 5&F), bWk, £HlIcHE
FNHIERIBMEZIRLCHETSLILE (4%) 2HWE L7, BEEROKRES, PRI Z
HOBREICEAT 2EAFTHEEICEWTE, NS DR TREI N FEZERNICAIHTS 2
EWTES, LL, LS OFMTIE, KL HMIC X > THABEETHEIEL, 206 2%
-GS 5 2 L B D, ZOBAEICS. Fi Il o N RO v — A —EE T 2 Bl
T, ETFNVICEDEFHIZITV, #Z O uncertainty % expected improvement % G533 2
EWRTELEEZOND D, BT LLAMEDFENFHTE RV EIZRS 20D, Z0E%)
PRI TRy, 6B THEmL 72 &) 2BEROPHMZEEE AT, 3%, S 5 EThTE - §F
filiL 72 & FiEz2 IO ICHEIES 2 L, JEFICHEROEELZ L Ebns, T THEETRE
. BEENYE b RA REGEL D, H A THE T LRI E LT, JlfT— & CEK ot %
ToTwB LV HTHSL, LEeDBo>T, Hob FHIET AN ZY LD TRITIUE, 0o
FIEOMRERD F-ZUTHROHDICR L HREEDLH 5, #lZ21F, 47Tl GBLUP 2 Fll€ 7
ELTHWZD, Z3Ud BRR EEBOWEZ O TFHlET L TH B, LT, 6 ZETH LN
Rz 200, L2 EG0EMICA Anaifbz#H L 72 wigaicid, GBLUP Cld At 2wl
EMEDNE <, BayesA RZIUCHEL 2T A ZH L BEREDH LR\,

BE. BEYE PR AREICBEEO RIS & L <, mik#E (reinforcement
learning) 23\ 55, AW TR, FEDRIL FIEET— % OREEEC, BRABFOER) . F
EDOFHIET I (SVM % GBLUP) IZRET % Z & ¢, uncertainty sampling ¥ PEVmean /
CDmean, ¥7-WIfFdER &0 HETEIRE TR AR L EZEH L 2, L2 L, EEOFH
M X DEMHTHD ., 2D &) BRELEEZENT 2 2 L IERICHARETH 5, sl B 1%,
BN A E P A ARG OIRRICS 725, &2 HWBEE D> 6 DR (Bl 1X, B X > TH
LNLRMORI) LiFxHiHRE LT, SUTOME D IR UIC X > TR 72 g 2 J6 FL 9 2 1l
D179 cHh 5, wLEEORIIHBTH % alpha E (Silver et al., 2017) (fit> TEETIUL,
BELEV) T LIBT3 (BENREZENT2) 2o0RET (eI, SR
AEDEPLELINEXNEME) 2, BIEEBICL o TEIFL LI ICRZDTRRBES ) b,
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7-:72 L. alpha EO¥EIC o G B EE 2L, ol BERKE S5-I, AfEL
WA —LBZEDIEL LA LaTFRIE RS\, a2V Ea—F FOElh DR 2 sl
AIREZRPHAE: & 132 b, BEMECMT (H2widE,, 20 Erdb Likwy) @B H0H
FEFTHESRT 2 LI THIDT, MrLo5DFYs THH IaL—% ) BDRETH
59, ZDdITIX, BEICHNTZLUw ) RAZLRBENR TERST, Lardb, 20,
Dl EbrIal—varvi LTHENBARE T EX L3N Tw 208N H 5, L7> T,
BREOETNMLZ DD DD, LA EOIEHICHT CHOEREABERKZF O EEbNE, Znk)
ZEEL X EINB L OO, HMLFEEIBEREOSEICHT THEM R T S a—F &7 3 kR

IZED,

BHREICH T 2 AERMEDERIL &G

KT o 7o 4 ORI HE T 2 Hk, TP HOARTERME) 2 02IcBERBT 20 E ) 2
ETHD, 3EOBEIEE P b HOLEREEBREL TIE, PHONMEFEEINS SR L)1
AT 2 RERM - BREARGI T2 LT, PHIETVORBEZEO L I L3 TE L, £/, 4
BEORA ARt cld, PHIOARHEREDIRE 2 ARBRM 2B L GERKT 22 8T, Xh%)
KIEN - B2 RATEL L 2WoIC Lz, EE3ODMREE 3D LERASVIEL 2
bOD, 6 EONHETFHITIE, v — A —SIROPHERIEZIEL K EET 25MEIEZ VW5 2 LT,
BHEEZHVS (PHZBEL 2\0) HAEICEL 28N FHIZT2 2 E3bd o7,

AFERNRELD X 9 7% 2 —HOMEwRMALRTIX. 77 Sy 7 FHNCBET 212 & A EDfff
BT, 29 LETHORHEFEZLIZLIFRBIINTE L, L L, Ko EfEERNRT
Xy, 77 2y o rlllo#EM GERCHRRDEO D) IcB8 VT, PRIOAHEFE M IO CH
PR RE R R T, TR LI BER, b T2E2 074 7RAIRZ 525, 20, 4%
TAMEFEDE R ZDNER T RERFTH o LI Ic, BT LD TPHIDBAHEFETHS &
DL ETHBERES R, Ei - Bk THoNET—YIRERTHH, Z2Ih6H
LNB VB D. DRI AREFMEZE S, DE D, RHEFEMEEZEIEETS LD TH
D, xR T =y ZIEL KRB L, @Y RREREZIT) 2oicid, HEE T IR 5%
bDTHB, KL THh-o% 42D %EZBL T, 7/ 2y 7 FHIC X > TEEOA I % @
Bitd2Z Lo@EEMNE, ZnE2IEHT 2 2 L OFER REI N E VR D,

772y 7PN, REMOFENEZ v — A —@#ETHETFHETAVTCTEROYTL LT, B
Y A 7 L DIEELIBIRIEH RSB OIR, (E{ZR L EHE O I 2 i 2 FEH L, BfEREE
M B 2 ML L IR SN TS, ZIUIRD TERVD, 7/ Iy 7 FHlD 1D
DA ZYI D E > 7 b DITEE e\, 7/ 2y 7 Fllz e 2 KEN AR E, BETH &R
RIOBIRIE RN - Frmicidibsns 2t b s, ~—H—BEFHPITETET, ¥/ v 70
FHBTE Do 7RI E W T, KB RHIE (KR ICBT 2RV ) FL L To
DoV RRTHo7, v—h—BEFHIC L > CREMOBRERERS N, ¥/ Iy 7 ¥
HIE FIIC & > THAFORBF— ¥ 233t E N s 2 L, KB 2B 2 TR
fESENE ) DSERMICEIB I N7 2 LT, AIFED X ) 12T T IV E K O RED RIS 7 -
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7DTH D, KX DM %X Z T TPHOAMEFEME) (X, F327 7 2y 7Pl &k e Rl
DY ESZ D,

D7 Iy 7P 2 ERIE, B ETPFHETVZEL THERFEDOT—Y 2T 5 2
ik oTUThbN %, HZ R, PHlE T VICHAA TN o 7o 7 — 7 REY AN AR,
Dl LB PRI NS, FHle T Lo BHIN & KES, H L ETHFHE TV
HEI N7 =2 OHFHHTEHEN R LDIZTE R\, Lo T, ZkaT — 5 CEGEDOEYEN
MR Z FHlE FOVICERT 2 HiEOBRIRIMO CTEETH B, 7/ LMEFRICOWTIZ, HI 2 I3
Mo QTL ZHHRIICE TOLICHAAT Z & (Rutkoski et al., 2014), XA A A v 7 xr~T 47
A7 R (BEAI DM RIS B2 L) ko> THoNAET / F— 3 VIERZIEHT 2
Z ¢t (Morota et al., 2014; Gao et al., 2017) Z EBRI TN T2, VWol X)), BEEOEHRIC
DWVTRIEWMETNEY ) 2y 7 P OBAERE N %R %2 505 (Technow et al.,
2015; Onogi et al., 2016), ZNS5DI%EZE I SITIERILI LI LI B BA, X ) IS -
BRI L LT, B aEE (77 o, B, #EMZ L) A7 —)v (fifd, ik, @, #
s E) OEHR - MRERAIICAIET 2 80N el A Z G T2 RELEEZ L, SERG
WA E T VLI NUE, 2O TFHIE T AN EFHOANEOHRZEH T2 LT (I
DIA[BED> £ 9 D IF T HIE TOVITHKAET 223, BREN A b XA AWimid bl b | M)A OB ik -
HEHRE T NACK LT & > OIRERDIAIBETH 5) ., 13 D RN A FHEZHETE 2 LF 20N
%,

PLED X9z, KIFZRIZY ) 3y 7 PN IED S EREOSHRNL - mdfbz HWE L, FHIOAR
MEEEEEH T 22N EFHBE LKL, 7/ Sy 7 PHIREMAFBILT 28 ETH D,
AT T - - REEN 2 AE P A Afalflliy, ZOEEZSHNIOER T2 FEL WA S, B
DAL - Btz TiE, EEOFEH (L) #En FHIE T IVORYE - 6L L, EEOMl
WOV (A2 RO & T 5, FERMANTIRIC X 2 5loREt) OMGB0ETH 5,
AFEIZZD—IiZHOPIZ L2 b DITBEE 20D, BonELEAINEHEIZ, 55%D
% DMRITE»IND b LHIFI NS,
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8. 3

2050 4FE F CICHIBRD AT 90 A Z M T 2 i<k D, Fific THE 2 B RMIHE % 5481
T2 EEZNET 2 MO IANRTH L, 7/ Iy 7 FHlEE, 7/ 74 Fe—7
—EETEZ S L ICEBAEEZ PHT 22 200, CoTPHIfEE D EIORERITI LRSS
v 23ERE VS, F 7 3y VERIE. BEICBWTKRE AR FREL T A EBHEEZ ., T
HIE T2 HOTKRIFICEKTE, BREORMICEHIRT 2 BRI ZEZ onTw b, A%
T, 7/ Sy 7Pl HOI-BREORIEN - wEbae BV E L 2 FiHFE o - FHlE TV
D %2 177 > 72,

1. BB BT/ 2y 7 FHIE 7V ORIRIRESE

772y ViR, B RWMEIERT 20K T 200 MESFMEE L TIA S I ELTE
5, TOEE, PHIETVOSBEREEIGERSFRICER T 2HELRTFTHD, TELRHE
NGRS EEBT 2 PR LVEME T2 LR EE L, IS, 7/ 2y 7 FHIOREE X,
EFIUMEICHOCZ RRIEKE T2 2 LA NTE D, FURFETH, EoRKEZ2HV %0
ZHMUNGERNT 22 0, BRELTHET VEMETE 2 LEZ oS, BEAMB I NI
M7= ZZEHNCHCTPHE T LVEEET 20T %L, BFEOT—8 L PHlleET VR %
Z CTREBIIC I T — & 28R L2238 2 ik I B E) 22 & ki3, #hs o 0 % doul I B
FehEA, BRSO B CIIBRCEALI LT 2, BEEIEE IIRIA WIS B C 2 oA R 1EDS
WEPDLNTWVEN, 7/ Iy 7 FHITHR ) BRIGHD /A ADKE VT —F THIEET 20013
KA TH o7,

Z 2T, AigETIE, BEEE 2 2 Sy 2 PHNGEHT 5 2 LT, FHEEZZE L 1k
TEL2%yIal—yarvzZHOTHEEL 72, BT HoER - WKz 28REE LThon
W, FR—FR7 P2 v 2HOTHEHETVRMEL 72, BEIAE I, ROEENLR 7L
') X A uncertainty sampling ZfH L 7z, 4 DDFETFT—F v b 2O THREE L 72555, EX
22TWHEDH 6 17 JWH TREIEEICK D ARICOERBESM LU, 3ITWETKET L, M Lok
R o, BB EEDT 2 Sy 7 PHOHIT— 8 iERELE LTEHTH S Z LRI,

2. XA Rz 5D B RO IR FE HL

WEEROROLEAEHNERZIEHN T2 L IZBEEICB T 2EERETHS, LorL, B
T, EEHEFEOMHIZa? - aL sy avicaEEns I BoRKICRoh w3, 7/ 2
v 7 FHE VUL, —BORHOERBI L v —h — @R ORI N TFHIE T LE S &
2, v — A —BEFRBIIE SN2 TORKIC OV TOEEFUEL2 FHITE 5, —HRHEDFER
BARISEARG - 7L EHT- AR BRRH OER, L I F A IV EEDIBET I & T, v— - %
O TOBRIBEPRMZ RIS, AHRMOWRZIT) LB TE S,
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KtZE TR, 77 2y 7 Pl e B REEERRHOHE 2 black-box i@ b PeflA T
AT 2 &b, XA ARl E X IEN 2R 7 LT ALITHEDE, WIfFdER L)
Wi imEPENE R b LITERZ 1T ) TR RR L 7o, BIfFdGER X THIE 7V O AR 2 E 18
L7ERIRNETH D | AEFRIEDE G, Tabb, IFHICH 7R TH 2 AR S & 5723, 1L
ORI L D SBENIRHFTDH 2 ATBEIE D BRI 2 BRIESEIKZ 5.2 5, T -5 2H]
Wier S alb—a VICKk ZREEORR, BifrdeERICED QRN IR, @0y, 2y 7 ¥
HITfT 3 2 BRI LT, T 30% 13 8 7 WalBiRii g <. BIEEIRN OB R A%z
FEW T E 7o, W OEHERIG I, BB PO R E 2750 S IHIGEK T 205, 2056, —
DRI THEINAFHETVZERE L TL X9, WRFSEERICHED RIS X, A
FME2ERE T2 LIck D, FHIETIVORD Z@EHEEIEL 5D, BHrORH %2 kbl 5 R 28
KT B EZoNT, ZORRPS, WIFFSGERICHD GERIBIICE D, 7/ Sy 7 Pillz
M7 BEREREREOREK 2 S S5 IETE 2 LN 5,

3. 7/ 2y 7 PHNCE T 2 LBEEER T A v DEo#El

SEabaabnig, s s B O HER (GXE; genotype-by-environment interaction) |2
BT 2 Mz /R 5 70ICUHATH S, L, ZEORME O KRB 2 2% B2 179 12
IR E BRI - FHCKER IR PR ETH D, WHIX, FELRMICK > TL BB
ZEMBL., ZNODRMICOVTOAR GXE 25H{iT %, LarL, 7/ v 7 Pl L EEDORE
BF— SRR T 2 (BB 7 Sy 7 FHl) 2T, ~oRHET—y %2 iz, L&
o BERIZHET 5 Z L EETH 2, 2F D, 7/ LERIC X o TR OBEEIE E R
SnTwIUE, BT LD —HORMEIEATELEREAFZTI BHEIE R, ZNETNOBREI TR
5% Rl T, GxEICBT2HRA%ZE2 Z L TE S,

ZOBAEICH, BEEEIC K DB T 2 NERMEEA LGS LRI, SRECHBTRE
R EUNGESRZ EICL D) Fo N3 FHIE TV OREED N BT 2 AREEN S 5 , AL TR,
77 2y 7 FPMDETIURERD 7= DI EDRMZ 22, &) BIER O F#ELD 7= » ITH
LI N TS (PEV; prediction error variance) # X OB @ER% (CD; coefficient of
determination) Z%EREICEIF 27 ) Sy 7 PHNCHIRL . EDRME £ THREET R E D,
£ ) SRR O 7Y A v O tic 7z, PEV % CD % %BEGEAERD 74 1 » D iflic
Mz 8561cid, BEFREEOREFRMEBE®. SRPEOBERLH T X —% & L THATICHK
ETINENH 25, AHETIE, ZDOWBNT A=Y DRED, PEVR CDICk>THLNE L5
BABOTIA v 2 REEATZZE2ZHOPIC L 72, Hl2I1E. BUERIMHBIME G121,
TRCOBEMDMZ WHE L BT 2 X 9 7Y A »aNEidn, i, BREMMEEEVWEEI
. HOREN LR A EROBRE CIBET 2 X 9 7 ¥ A v idns, 7z, LEEHER
DT YA v % PEV S CD 12 &k - Tilfl 3 2 55001, TS 8T X —F 2 Y HICERET
DAENH B ERHGIT LT, BIZIE, RBIUMEIC GXE OFEDNT L A &7k  REVED B
BEFIAHBAY 0.9 22 % X 9 RiGaic, BREIRMHEZ 0.25 LiELTL £ 9 &, PEVS CD %
vz lickh, PHREESSICEMLZ, L, EORBERSCELIFEEL LEVER
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D. PEV ® CD I2 & 2 & BiERB T V4 v 2O T TPHIBE2METZE 2 L8307,

4. 77 Ty 7 PHNCHD S RBERRO TP 23 S 2 L — a Vil

77 2y 7 FHNE. &R DRI O~ — A —BE T S LT, Z DEEF DS R EZ TR
T5FETH S, 2L T, lECRIZ, REBMETIEZ S FHEZ b & ISRIRT 2 D0FEARR
BHMETH S, L, WBlo~—2 -85 e v —h —Hofli 2 ilins 2 s il %
DBRMMEER D> —H —BEFHES T 2L —vavilEkoTHERTES, T LTEEINLK
Bo~<—A—8BErRICy /2y 7 FHlZER UL, BAEERD b OBE - IUED FEE P
BOTPHEZF2 L3 TE S, Ino PHEIZHERDZAHAGE 28 E T 2 BEICH S 2 ER
L%,

HROTEETFINE T/ 2y 7 PROBEBZEAFETH 212 0Bb ST, SEEFHIORBE (2
¥ 0 BRAGEE TR O IER B D FHIFEED) 12D I a2t ST I v -7z,
AW TlE, _4 XY v 2T (BRR; Bayesian ridge regression) ¥ X OF BayesA & k¥ 5 2
DOREMNLETFHE T VIOV T, BRDEHOPHKEEICGEH Lice T VI Z T2 5 72,

T, BB CHATIRDIZ & A EDS, B2 B ICIEER LT L Tukwl e 2
WS L7z, BRI, JIT — 8 2 SRS e FHIE TOVICIIHISARESRED L 6749
720, BABETFREOSHE PRI 256101k, ZOREREZEEL 2T s kv, &
JELRwBaicid, BROEPIRE G TPHlS N2 MRS 2 2 & 20 HIc Xk h T
52 L7, & 512, BRR & BayesA 23, BICHIDOFHNCOWTIHIZ & A EFRBREDOPRIEEL
2522125 Bb 5T BATHDOTHITOWTIE, BayesA D139 1313 5 2@ FHIKE 2
52% 22 W52 L7, BRRICE > TPHIS N7 BRATHIZ, 12E A EDOKMAGDET
L0 o 72 fif % R TN PN 72 2 1023, BayesA ICHRTHC Bonz, T4b b, LRMAG
bR TRMEE TRIED IO RN 2 PRI L L 72561213, BayesA 29 2 2 &%
CHESES 1%, BayesA ICHfY % BayesB 25, HlOBLEA 6 b 5CALIC & 2 RO ZALIC 4
TR TE S I EDATHETRSNTE D, AFROFR L b8 T, BRR I T % BayesA
DEFIEDR S Tz,

77 2y 7 FHNE, BEFICED EL TS EEBNICITONZBEZEBILT 20D )17%
BETH D, AT 2B PR Af#fbld, 202 GHNIGERT27200F
BEThH s, AETIRELEZTHEICEY, W opoilfbInzE&ttodb LTk, ¥/ Iy’
FHOBENIDERENE Z 65 2 Ebhol, L L, HEOMYERIZIER ICEMETH D |
AWFFEIEZ D K 328 ) Bl TRaE L L 72 b DI T E 2o, Fifti g Rtd o ZBLIc [
T, AMARD K ) 7 7o —F2b LIt LABHOET VL ER#ELZ, ISICHLEDSLZ L
DHEENS,
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9.

ARFFEDZITE L VG X OBMEICH 72 D | FHEBE TH 2 FHERK AR AL AL R AR
A - BRI O A HTHEHEBIR D 5 135 Ke 2 THIE 2 w2 v, AHTFEERRIC
IF B EAT 4 SER DR EIER L O —H L CTHREDG 2> 7, 2 DRED THHE,
THEoeaTIZ, o5l THECEHOELZEL v, AU CHMERERER LD JHHEE2 v
TR AR DRI TFEALRR. KREMHA, 7B L3REARD 6 T W70\ r
TLAAERFEBIZAC & TR C T 2. ARWFFL OB TICE MR, BlAE, BRNEESE A
AA VT AT 4 7 ADIBENAGRZ HIZD1F 5 2 ENTE DI, REEAZE., AR
b, KRB, #or [TAEREE O CHEOBYTH %,

70, BERARABEE AL MPANT AR O R A & e IEERHEEIR. RERFAR AR
BIEIR AR FERE X 7 4 A VIERE G SR ORI O ME 2R T 5, TR,
TEIE R, HIEIRBSIC X, RETEABIR L LB ICARIDREZ B O TWI L E,
LR DH IR TR 2 THR L 72,

AFED 5 B THITICH W7 HAKKG T — % OERBI 7 — & 1%, f KRR A e B
B EERBENI 2 v ¥ — DOILRRHCER I TRt w2 vwie, £/, FTF—%0~—4—#is
TR, B2 - RAESEEARATIARRE (DUT, RN BRIt v ¥ — OV LE -1,
FEUTRAE L SE BRI A B SE & v 4 — o) IHERL L, BRUHERE XA TS 2 v ¥ — D RE8E
PR B TLBAEREMIE S IS X > TSR SN2 b D% TRt W 2 nwi, REBHEL T —
Y OEHZ THRE VLW i, CTOBERZEYDTHERZRELZV,

FEROHAKMGD T =% ZERITIE, AR L 7T =232 ThT—%ThHh., LAY
DIFEBHCHE TR IC#ED o 72 T — Z RHTICH ST v, L L A2 S, SHPEEER
oo v, fEEhIcEBOBBERE - HEICSNIETn vk, £2TOl L2 D4HI% 2
CTHD BIFB 2 L3 TERVD, B TEDIEEL TR LEEERRY v 7D, 2
L CHAEDERRICH D TR L 72\, HMERTH 2L TOBRRER ) BAICBNT, 7—%
ZRRT A2 LI3ME D SEETH), ZNE2BYTHESEESLZF T T Zwiz 2 Lk, Kif
EDBITICR IR > T2,

E7o. EVMELMAEDO RS v 7 FHE, MFRBDOTTAITHEH L 72w, hd R=K7-55
Bicix, WS 2 s 6 X2 Tk 2wni, Wi%EE o OB - OG THh 5 /NP ARF M1 (B -
PSR A EIB T £ v & —) L REEREE L1, D E LT O BEMICE
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