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1 FFig

BRELITEENREBEZE L CEE LWEEAFOWELEHT 2 2 L2463, BREOME
WA E S T2 OIT NS - TREZ L& LB S B - g s LR~
ERAT LR E B 2 B, ORI 1 TFERTE S5, PIHoOEIZARICETCTEE
FLWHE 2 R oL B2 BRSSO ITERMICAT 2 Z L TERITED b L E
2 B EDOEEITFERN Th o1, TALTHRWEH 20T 2)IE b - 52351k (domestication)
2 X0 BIHEBONEFH S ORREAEBIIE RICUR SN TE L, fIZIEA XA F L F
72 EDOBM BT B IEBRIMESC~ AFHOIERIRME (FF ¢ P A% — 2000), FEIZHT
LEEEME DR b N D,
VRAY 2R BREAE - 72 D1% 1900 4EI2 A U TIOLOERINER L S CTLIEE &h
Do T OMERITHG T L BB bD > TE e, ¥HA TV OERNTBIEME A & 7
LIWE. DE VEMRIEEOBGHEAZHHT 28 G & LTz AL ons, B
DEREINRIEE., 2V BENBEOBELZHHATE 20 20T L WEmd & o 7o
(Provine 2001), L #>L Fisher (1918) |4 > T /LiE{nd D EF 2 BEICEF T D 2 & T,
MmixHF CBE SN BN EOHBEAZHI TE L 2L 2R L, AT ILOEROHFSE
RUBE, #at7e &I, 2F W EHBEEY. BEREET. KOEEETR
REST D LI D, BFEOERIIEYEREICIE WO CTIZMEIC L VIR EET S
WO RMERICHME RE 2O L, ZOROFMH &R EZIE I T, 235D Fisher
DFm3IE5rH (variance) IO TERLIZZ L THHOLND,
Fisher OMRE L7\ O A T IVBIRERIC L DIBE O ZERIIMNERET L
(infinitesimal model) & PFEFIL, 4 H E CRICEIMBEREICK T 2 BN RET V75T
W5, Wright (1922) 13 Fisher OBFFE L 3N L CZ OET VEAE L, ERNFEOMREK
MR T 2 MBS L LTl EMOBIRIER, > F D MmixHEE (coefficient of
relationship) # &% L7-, MR E AV iuL, &k oo - EREOEMIZE BT
LLNHIRE L ERTED I LT D, MBEREBIIRISHRVIEGET v (BEIR L AR
R EELRIBEIRET V) EEOOL 2L T BRICEKRREME T2 2 & & 72572 (Hill
1996), Z OEUFET NV TIXEMNBEOREAUE S E V) BIEEA ALK L L, Zhicxt
T HEEROHMI 72 BB (B ZZEFE L TE R, £ OIS % Mk
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RBTERT D, — T THEEOMER R ERAAEIC B L 52 DREER A RNEER L L
Taty, ZORBETNVEMS EOIEES HINTCONREET VR (mixed model
equation) T& 5 (Henderson 1949; Henderson 1984), Z 52T B4 D /8oy 23 BE
MOb LT, EAEOBFEREAMIZ S Db BV, & BHIEAE T (best linear unbiased
predictor, BLUP) % 5% % Z & RNZ D% xS 417 (Henderson 1975), AT T VR L
Oy BB HETE D 7= 8D DIl FRAT & Fe BHEE VA (restricted maximum likelihood, REML) (Patterson
and Thompson 1971) (%, WK OEIARZR E—HEMOFTHEICKRES FEHELTWD, £R
BETIVERA RO TR 2~V 2 7 HgHE 7 ik (Markov chain Monte
Carlo, MCMC) T % HE 3 5 F1E L & (Wang et al. 1993; Sorensen and Gianola 2002) .
F#lZ REML QIR NEE 2R T IS L TR ST D, IREET VICHIESE
FEAG OHEE K O TIIE BLUP ¥ & FHEAL 2 2%, BLUP {E D K AZIZFHHEBEORE ) 1) B2
AR T oTe, 122 DY 7 MU =T BB IR ENTZZ b Z20HRICEHS L
7= (Boldman 1993; Gilmour et al. 1998; Misztal et al. 2002; Madsen et al. 2006) ,
BLUP IEIZHESW e BRI/ NERET VAE L, lx OBEFICIXBELE LD
RN B FOBEICH T 2HMITEREL RV, ENEE L X T 58 7%
(quantitative trait locus, QTL) W D¥EKR LD EZIZH Y, ZOREB~DEF LT L
DFEED, W) ZENFELLT TE L LI R o7 DlE, AW TFOERICELD £
D DNA ~— U= R TEL LD ITR>ThHTHD, DNA ~— I —ZHERIE ST
e AT RE 7R S AL OB R A R A FR L, HIREERWT A &2 (restriction fragment length
polymorphism, RFLP) °fEEA72 8% b LI Lz~ ——RNETER LIz, 2 2D
BARTFPEQERH L TV D82, D F 0 Bk ETOMERRITEZRICITBE TR
ETHY ., FEOHEEN T T& 7= (Fisher 1935; Morton 1955), L2>L&5d~—H—
B TRBAFRREE 2D £ 6 OMXHIALE, >F 0 ESHME (linkage map) % 1EfE
(ZHEE T D LB A Uz, Elston and Stewart (1971) (X O#EE U 7285 I T 5
FZHRNTOBIG T RO HBIZHOWTRERREZ ER L2, EFICFHEAMN N7
¥ . Lander and Green (1987) IR~V a7 T I E S B EHE L
Expectation-maximization (EM) 7 /L= XA (Dempster et al. 1977) % 7= @S5 H1[< o> #E
EFIEARR L, SgiXIXe b ZimkE & LT (Botstein et al. 1980), 1A X X5
(Changetal. 1988), F 7t 2 Kb~ bk (Helentjaris et al. 1986) ., -/ % (McCouch et al.
1988). KUrD > (Bishop et al. 1994) 72 Ekk & 72BN TR S L7z, S HITHE S
2



NI~ QTL v v B> 7Rk L L T, X~ » v 7% (interval mapping) (Lander
and Botstein 1986) A X[~ > 2 715 (composite interval mapping) (Zeng 1993; Zeng
1994) 73 ERERTRIFIENRE SN, 2N OFEIT~ — I —RITARABAIIC QTL Z B L .
FHARWNTH U D EE M OMBIBFR, >F 0 #E AR F# (linkage disequilibrium, LD) %
FIAHLTCQTL O#EB T HRAZHEE L, BEICKESEZOFEERET D, FRNOMHLZIC
EVAELD LD #FIH Lic~ v B0 7 FIRIGESFMNT & MEEN, b~ FOREREICH L
THIH T S 417z (Paterson et al. 1988) . 1#ESHHIX D VERL K& ONESHAENTIZ, % < OFIEK
WY 7 b =7 OBR% (Ott 1976; Lander et al. 1987; Basten et al. 1994; Broman et al. 2003;
Iwata and Ninomiya 2006; Yandell et al. 2007) 2%z b, BREICBW CliXmEtticB b %
QTL 72 EME L FIE ST 7= (Young 1996), Z AL 5 DOH AN FHIC/EM B REICHIRT 5 —
JT, 28D QTL MK T 2 &EMBEICHB W TIL, S/ QTL 7ZFICEES <&
Z O (pyramiding) 721 TIXLBIZBANH D 2 & HEMITICH W= F RS T
QTL DB RIE S22 & 722 E3 e S Tuv%  (Bernardo 2008; Heffner et al. 2009) .
DFAEVTFILIE DITEROMEEZ BT, BUEILZDNA 7 LA ICRESND KD ek
HEARTC X 0 5T B8 EAL o 1 3R 2A (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) (22
WT— B PR OWRENTRE L R oTe, ZHIZE D ~—A—FERRIEIZm E L7,
FEMIZBNTHEZ L OfK - R TEBEDO~ — I —BEFRENMEESND X OITR-o
b, TNLAET ) MERICESSBFEFE, 0WbWL T /Iyt r va i
FEHREZR BT E L CHERZHED T 5 (Meuwissen et al. 2001; Hayes et al. 2009; Heffner et
al. 2009; Jannink et al. 2010; Heslot et al. 2014) , = & FEITMERSLC RO FREMCE I % 7
J LT A RICEICRES N~ ——bTHIL (7 57U A FTHl, genomic prediction
% 721 whole-genome prediction), #4755, 7/ AV A RTFHITIXFEHOT —% 2> |k
(Z I THEE BREALCRMN S AV KRB A PGR N AR, 7/ AU A R~— 0 — OB
AR L LIcBURET v (7 AU A REUFET V) ZMEEL, THILIZWER - &
DT ) LT A F~—h—BFHN6ZOEHMMN - £ A THIT 25 (Meuwissen et al.
2001), BEEDYT ) LTA R~v—H—%ZRKRHZHNWD Z L OIHWE, QTL v v B 7 Tk
BHTERWIRO/NS72 QTL 2, 21 b LEMATHRWLD IZH D~ —H—IZHRDY
SRHZLITHD, Iy oLy arORERFEIT. W THNITERITA 2 M
T 5H1. B THIUTHARE (progeny test) (2L W BRMAZHEE T HEIICY ) 2T A R
~ = —DBELEFHOHZNLIREN R TH LT, BIKTA V7 VEREMETHZENTE
3



WRIEE O LRI TX 5.5 TH D (Hayes et al. 2009; Heffner et al. 2009), % 7= BLUP i
(2 K2 BN E LB RICE S 2D, 2E X ) TEWVOESIIZRAME.R LIZFHET
XMoo, T ATUA RTPRTHIEA LTIV T o7 U T aBETE LD
AHIRTRE L 725, LWL -G TERBINSMELH 5, 1 2IFBALEE (7 LU A F~—
B—) O (p) PHGIAZE (IR - 2#) O () EVIEDNITLVIRILT, 0%
RELDOLIIEET I, WbhwD “large p, smalln” LFHEINDMETH D, 7127/
vk varHLIWNET ) LTA FTREICROBHETFIEL EO LD ICTHAG DY
% 7> (Hayes et al. 2009) | & HI\ZEHIZHERE L 72356 O3k SO0 2R DO HERS (Daetwyler
et al. 2007; Goddard 2009; Jannink et al. 2010) 7z FDORIES & 5,

BB~ — I — OB PR RRIC 2722 Sk 0  QTL v vy B T DTk
BT RN R IN T WD, v~ — T —DEIZ o1, v~—F—& QTL L D%
MANTOLD ZFHL QTL 232 Z ENAREE e o7z, ZOFEIZT /) AT A N
ittt (genome-wide association mapping) & FEEAL, T b b O EREE R T OBEITA
SHWHILTWA A (Wellcome Trust Case Control Consortium 2007; Barrett et al. 2008;
McCarthy et al. 2008) . EMEY) DR « BEBEREIC LA S TE T\ 5 (Barendse et al.
2007; Huang et al. 2010; Zhao et al. 2011; Sukumaran et al. 2012; Morris et al. 2013; McDaneld et
al. 2014), 7/ AU A REGEMENT CIXERICBWT QTL M3 27201z, HEHfET & 2
RV RFEDZRIUEF LR WFIER S D, FERNICEREZERT 208 S 700, #Et
FREL L TEERIEL ~— 0 —I2 1 DT HOHENG LZEREOMIEZTT O FEN L
THDHH (B Z1X Purcell et al. 2007), 7/ LU A R PRI THWOHND X 9 32EED~—h
—(Z[RIRFIC AR T 2 FELIRE I TV D (Xu 2003; Karkkainen and Sillanpaa 2012b),, % 7-
~¥—H—% 1 OTORET HHAINT. MERMNRO~—T—LSNE Ny 7 7T RahRe
L CHYFET VE AT HIEBIREZ S TS (Yuetal 2006; Yang et al. 2014), ~ O Fik
TIEANY 7 7T 0 FROERM OIS BEE L~ — I —CERT L7, IBREET IV
D—FEL 2D, BN BIEEE ERTHEDICE~Y— T —FHWEHEEIX, Ny o777
Uy RRIZT ) AERE AN THEE LIBh e B2 5 2 LN TE D, ZOFEITT
I v 7 BLUP (genomic BLUP, GBLUP) &IEFHL, 77/ AU A RTHNZEHT 5 HLEFE
L 725 TW5 (de los Campos et al. 2013), GBLUP (Z- 2\ TIdes 3 B L OV 4 2 CTH UM
Do

AR TIIEST ) MEREFAT 202 EMEEN, >0 7/ Iv sV U
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YRONT ) LU A REEETE . < OEMRESICB W TIX Y ERNLRFIEET L2 L
ZHBE L, LT O 4 DORFEHFERINIEZ T o 72, 35 2 ETIEIMCMC TlEe< LV E
IR Gy A RIEIZEEDL T ) AUA FRGEY 7 b =7 2% Lic, 7/ AU A FEUG
TZNETEDORRS DO A ZHETOMNMATEL S DFENRESATE TNDHH
(Karkkainen and Sillanpaa 2012a) , ## 513Z% < DFE MCMC T3 T A — X OHEEZ1T 9
e, ZEO~ == TNV ER S T ENR LR LIERECH 7=, FD7=DFIEM
D72 EN /NS 72T — 2y MZBWTLIMTHI ZENTET, 7/ LU A REH
i GOl PIRBIREIT) ETORMELR->T e, 2 BIBW ST Y 7 by
TIXZOWEROY 7 b =7 DR[EHET 200 L MfF D, & 3 BT U7 fs
A4 % (OryzasativaL.) IZBWTH ) AU A RPRIOERAMEFHIE, a2l —varT—
ZH R ThkA R TRIFIEOER S EHAFEAEZRRE L, ZhETT /AU A FFPRICK
LRBFHANT, FUvEraLalFx (H213 Crossa et al. 2010; Albrecht et al. 2011) 72
ErEx B TEDOHE RN RBR SN TETWDLR, TUTHEA RCBONTUIELEZED
BHHRAMENHER SN TR hoTe, £ 20U A RPHITIE “large p, small n” FERE I L
THMY R TR FEOBRIRNSBEL 2D DD, A FIZBW TR 22 FIEEEIR OMGEN
TON TV o eled, B3I ETIIET—F 2 b LI ORBIZ OV TG LT,
94 ETIIREBMEICB TS LUA FTPHOAREZRHEELTZ, 7/ MEHRZ HW
BREAGOTRNIARNZZ A e ETRICEMbENTWD b OO, RIZBFBNFE TR
HHNTWIRP-Tz, ZORETIITHEROBEFE, SDF D MkxlF#RIZHES < BLUP LIS
J DGR A EERE OV 72 T, single-step GBLUP (Legarra et al. 2009, Aguilar et al. 2010)
ERWCEOAHAMEREET 2 & & bic, FOFEEZENTHEEICAE L D2HHEEICONT
bIRGEEZAT 272, 5 4 EOMRITBEMEOBTHICE W THERERE G225 & & bIT,
ST MERICESS BREAZFET 20 - ZHEICKH L THbARERD EELX DN
5o BS5ETIHTRESBREZ b LICRBMEL THT 21/EWET /L (cropmodel) &7 AU A
R THIZ B DB R ET VEZRE L, 7 VT HIEA 2O HREHIC >N TED
THRENEZFTM LTz, 7/ LT A FTFRIORED 1 2F, BREOHERZ HWRWTZHIR
ABROEEE T COEYORBAZ TR TEX720W2 EIldh D, ZORAITEREF R HREL
e TR TE DM ET NV EMBEDLT & THRIETE DARIENRH LD, D X 9 72Ht
FFETMIINE TEDEMR I EICE N THRA LN TR -T2, 5 EORAIL
7 BUA RFPROAREMEZ ST Dhife & 70D EER DD, mIZITE 6 BTV TAMF
5
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2 77 LUA FERDTZODDELGSA ZBIZESIS Y7 v =T

['VIGOR] DBH%

2.1 #Em
T BUA RENFETIE, FRIC_A ZREE OV TET NV 2 MEST 5 FIENR L ETELS
HHEHED, xR PEMERINTE T 5 (Karkkainen and Sillanpaa 2012a) , A A[q]
JiFEITIEE | XT A —ZHEE L MCMC T1T 2 356532\ (6 213 Meuwissen et al. 2001; de
los Campos et al. 2009a; Habier et al. 2011) , = D 7= OTESA AEFFIEEITH Z LD TE D
AR Y 7 o= 7 1E, Bl 21X GenSel (Fernando and Garrick 2008) . BLR (de et al. 2009) ., BGLR
(Perez and de 2014) AlphaBayes (Hickey and Tier 2009) . GS3 (Legarra et al. 2010) , % 7= BayeZ
(Janss 2010) 72 i, FIZ MCMC IZIRIF LTV D, LILENLEDOFEEDSZ SN,
RO~ —H—POMY DL DT — %ty M EBUERRERN THATT 5 2 & IR
Thd, SHIZT 7 LTA FPRITEATON D RERGERL LN 2 W oA 73—3F R
— X OFEb7RE . BTRIAT IRV R LRI L VRO NS WTF—Z &y MO T
b LT LINEEL 725, 20O MCMC ~DARFFIAA R BEIFFEO B A~ A £ LT 2K O
1oL oTWVD, £ TARMIFETIEIANA RXEgFiELFE L, 22D MCMC IZIEAF L 72
#1727 b =7 VIGoR (variational Bayesian inference for genome-wide regression) %
EL, &7 LEROBEE~DOEMZ LVESHICT LT EE2HNE L, VIGOR |3 MCMC
F 0 EEIRIE Gy _A KVEE AN TANT A—=FWEEZIT 9, VIGOR [ZIXAFEKMN 2 6 DDA
REYFFIENFE I TVWD, 725 Bayesian Lasso (Blasso) (Park and Casella 2008) .
extended Bayesian Lasso (EBlasso) (Mutshinda and Sillanpaa 2010) . weighted Bayesian shrinkage
regression (WBSR) (Hayashi and Iwata 2010) , BayesC (Habier et al. 2011) . stochastic search
variable selection (SSVS) (George and McCulloch 1993) . % T} Bayesian mixture regression (M1X)
(Luanetal. 2009) THh 5,

AREILLF OB L VY o, 122 HEETFIE] TIHESAA ZEIZHONTO—
xR 7ZRE B 24T 9, 123 oA XEYFFEE] T VIGoR IZEE I TV oA X[lFFiE
EFEDOENA AT NI XA LZRRT H, 124 VIGOR OFHERE] TlEF 7 3 DDOHEE
(COWVWTib~5%, 1256 I ab—ia U] TiE VIGoR Z W etz o X = L—



varafMWORYT, ZOETEEL, B9 Lo THESN D~ —I—WROF
% A I (posterior uncertainty) 23 BEAEHT DA BEMEOHIBIZ A H TH 5008 9 ha i~
BZME (permutation test) & HEEd25Z & THGEL -, 126 2| 1B W TAREDOHEN
IR D,

VIGOR I Linux £721% Mac D% — I FAMbEITARER 7 u /T 5L LT, £
FeaHLEEH =38 R (R Development Core Team 2011) O/ 3w 77— L L THRIHATRETH 5,

2.2 Boy_A XYk

By _A REFT—4% (y) OB EEZZOTRER KT D Z ik viEtl+5, FEl

FEOTRIZVY B ORERIZEY

p(y.0)

q(é

p(y,
(

q(@)

dég

log p(y)=log [q(6)

N—"

NS

)

zjq(e)log dé

ERTENTED, ZZTQIIRNTA—HX QIZOWVWTOEEDOMRGH T 5, Eh
A RETIEq LT O DFESEDM A AN D X L= fiaAng, oF
)

q(ﬁ):li[qi(ei 1y)
WS, ZZTPIEIANTA—FOHEERT, ZNLEZ OO LT=F %O, 2F Y G
BT R AT E RS, AL E O FRRIZ g icBI LT
q(61y) o exp(quyjii [log p(y. 9)])
ETBHZETRMNMETE D, 2ot BRI EEDO TIRIX

[a(el y)log%dé’ﬂqi (@ 1) Ta;(6;1y)[log p(y.8)~logq, (6 1y)]de
~[a(e1y)X loga, (6, 1y)e
= [a(6 1 y){ﬂ___[q,-(e,- |y)log p(y,8)d6,,; ~loggq; (4| y)}d@i +const.

- —KL{qi @1yl exp(qu'j;ti [log p(y,0)])}+ const.

CRETXANLTHD, ZZTKLITIA AR Y « S475—MhEE (KL FEEE) %35,
8



(Y
(Y
2!
P

Iqj (9J|y)d‘9j =1
EHZ AW, JHOEED FIREZRKILT 5 Z & 13F %A &Pl %07 & D KL

PR A R/ MET D Z LT LV, ZAUE

_ p(y.6) P(O1Y)
log p(y)_.[q(¢9| y)Iogq(0| y)da—_[q(0| y)log 98] ;/)do

=[a(e| y)log%dm KL[a(@1y)lp(ély)]

ERERETELZEND DD, B A XiEIEIH] 213X Bishop (2006) <> Murphy (2012) @
FRFLDNFE LU,




2.3 XA XEFFIE
VIGoR W EE T DM EIGE T VI EIR i IZOWTLUTDO L YIRS ND,

Y; =JZFl:zU.cxj +pzp;ypxipﬂp + &
ZIZTCTRIIXETNVCEEND ~— 0 — LIS DD 2 1TZEE | D o5 1 FEE | DR,
Pid~——8 pld~—H—pBRETMZEEND D (1) BFh (0) ZRITHTREE. Xp
T~ =0 —p OETH, Bpld~—N =R, &K ELRT, L WBSR LIS T 1 I
E L. WBSR DAIZEBWTHEEX G L LT, AT TS 0, /B30 ERSAAIHE S &40
E L. 150 OFERIDAILL/BEBE L, o OFRIOMTERICHEIT D E L, fo DFRI
MIFEICLVERRD (R 21), UFTEFEFRFEIBTDENA XT LT Y XA

DNTHRB,
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# 2.1 VIGOR |ZFEH I NI A X[EFFIEDE T LR

Hierarchical level

1st

Marker effect and indicator

2nd 3rd

Effect variance and indicator ~ Shrinkage magnitude

2
Blasso B,~N (O,#} rf) ~ InV—G(l,%] 22 ~ G(gp,w)
o%p
5n? 5 ~G(p,@
EBlasso S, ~N (O, 21 2} o~ Inv—G[l, Upj , (0.2)
707 1, ~G(w,0)
~N(0,c?
wWBSR 'Bp ( Gp? O'ﬁ ~y° (v,SZ)
7, ~ Bernoulli(x)
BayesC B, =N(0,6°) if p, =1 02~[2(V’82)
B,=0ifp,=0 p, ~ Bernoulli («)
2\ : _ _
cove B, ~N(0,0%)ifp,=1 o2~ z7(v,5%)
B, ~N(0,ca®) if p,=0  p, ~Bernoulli(x)
2. ,2(y g2
B, ~ N(O,gi) if p, =1 o~ 2" (v.57)
MIX (002 if o —0 ob ~ 1 (v.cs?)
~N(0,0: ) if p, =
by ( B) Pr p, ~ Bernoulli(x)
WS N EMOA ; Inv-G, WA~ s G Ar~ o, P RERM &S A RSy

fi;  Bernoulli, ~LX—A 434

Blasso, Bayesian lasso; EBlasso, extended Bayesian lasso; wBSR, weighted Bayesian shrinkage

regression; SSVS, stochastic search variable selection; MIX, Bayesian mixture regression.
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2.3.1 Bayesian lasso (Blasso)

Blasso % 1 IEAIMEIA (LyTH) % FFoENFETED Lasso (Tibshirani 1996) % <A X D#k
FHTHE A 7o F{EToh % (Park and Casella 2008) , 7235 Lasso (2 DWW TIIk#E D [3.2.4.3  Lasso
K ONENet) TitB3 %, Blasso D24y AX{kIX Liand Sillanpaa (2012a) THEZRE S4L TV
5o ZOFEHELONT A —=FZRELTII~— D= RIFEESBE ML TH L0, ARWFFET
I Blasso % #£%% L 7= Park and Casella (2008) (ZfE\>, Blasso O~ —h —Zh RO HR[/9A0 %
PRAEDBICRES T BND X OITEE L, %42 X 512 EBlasso (Z2OWTHREIBRDAE
BaiToTce ZOFET VGO BN IRVMERIZ D - 72 ERIFHEHD o

Blasso 5 £ [l 4% 53 A 1

%Iog TO Z[M ZZU ] ixipﬁp]

—Iogr§+Elogr§+EZIogr§ o Zrﬂ —ZZIogr ——Z—+ (¢—1)log A% — @A’ + Const.
p=1

2531,
EREIND, T T Const [F/XT A—Z LIMNLREHIHAZ RS, ARD K HIZK /T A —
Z DT FER 3L Z ORI R MR 2 T NS D /T A —F O FE# MmOV T
FExzEHZ LlckBonsd,
DU NFZ AT ER A E 720 |

E[aj]:AjE[rﬂizu( ZE [ ]2 ZE[ﬂ] ,pj

E

L%, C:’C“Ajl=E[r§]iZ§’C“ibéo
Bp DAUTIFRL AT & IERI3AG & 72 0 |
E[,Bp]:HpE[rﬂiNzlxip(yi—gE[aj]zij—éE[ﬂk]xikj
Sy
v[4]-1,
Lk, ::vaplzE[rg]i:x§,+E[r§]E[r§]*@&>Z>o

12



£2 DILFR AL A 7 & 7 2 53Ai & 720

E[Tij =Hy

e[1]o1, 1
TP /,lp §P

E|A?
LD, 2T o= Eﬂ[—E]Z&U“g&p:E[gz]eiﬁéo 0 E M
0

KOy

rrl r 1+S 2 - § . E xr+1 .
[ } ﬂszos r-1-s)! [fj &UE[X ]= E{Zrﬂ]%ﬁﬁb\f: (Chhikara and Folks 1989)

(727 L XN TG A—Z n L ETERINDWH VT VOARIHED ET5),
w2 DI EZ DAL o~ TH Y |

EI:TS:':%

b, ZZT

S36)
b, =%{i(y _gg[aj]zu —ZP:E[,Bp]Xip) +gv [aj]gziﬁgv [ﬁp]g“xi +gE[TﬂE[ﬂ§]}

ThbD, COFELPEESAAS T~ THY

E[ﬂz]:gf
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(Browning and Browning 2007) ®Hi /17 7 A L ToH 5 dose 7 7 A MERX b ~— I —8I5T
7 7 A NVORDVIMEHFTEETH 5,
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Output

MEstimates of marker effects

Output

mPredicted values

. & . .

x

Association

Genomic prediction

mapping Tuning & )
Estimation Evaluation
Estimation
ETune mPerform CV to
BmEstimate hyperparemeters evaluate predictive
marker effects using CV ability
EPermutation BEstimate marker mNested CV is
tests can be effects with the performed at each
performed tuned hyper- CV fold to tune
parameters hyperparameters
Default option -t option -e

QINEY i

QINeY 1l

Input
EPhenotypic values I

WMarker genotypes  mHyperparameters

(if necessary)

MCovariates
mPartition of CV

21 VIGoR ®7 VU A7u—, VIGoR IZANTEH & L TERBAYE, ~— I —@Ba A, A /—
NI A=A HEERT D, LERLIE~—h =B OIE B AR B 255 5k b

JETE %, VIGoR %3 >DEHERE, Estimation, Tuning&Estimation, Evaluation % #2fit9" %, Estimation

KEREIX Y ) LU A REEENTIC, RV D2 D137 ) LU A RPRIOT-OICEE ST 5, Estimation

FERE CIRIF O 2 7€ (permutation test) # SEATRIEETH D, a~> KT A > 7 12 A ClE Estimation

BENPBEETHY . A7V art el VEEERINTE 5, RNy 7 — U TIIZNENOMAEIC

R % REEZRE LTS,
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Command line program R package

>Hyperpara <- matrix( ¢(1,0.1,1,0.01), byrow=T, ncol=2)
Estimation | $.vigor Y Genotype BL 1 0.1 -v10.01 >gstimation (Y, Genotype, "BL", Hyperpara)
Tuning & , I upl 7
Estimation $./vigor Y Genotype BL 1 0.1 -v10.01 -t >testimation (Y, Genotype, “BL", Hyperpara)
Evaluation | $./vigor Y Genotype BL 1 0.1 -v10.01 -e10 >gvaluation (Y, Genotype, “BL", Hyperpara, 10)

2.2 VIGoR OfEHHF], Y kT Genotype IXZNENREAE (L) K~ —T—@&x 3%
B LIz 7 AN (A= R4y TurT0) $ERATV=7 8 RAYT—=) 2KT, Z
DTl Bayesian lasso (BL) Z W 2 DO NA X=X F A —2fl, ¢=10 & 0=0.1, KW e=10 & o
=001 252 TCWVW5, avr 7407 n /T LKOR BIE L bICRBVUE (V). ~— U —@&I5FH

(Genotype) . [FHFTE, KUONA /=T 2A—H 2R UNEE TEIEE LTS, EHHRO A /N—/1TF
A=Al E G2 55 8Fa~r I Ta s I ATEvAT v a vy EAVTE x5, REKTIEKT
D Hyperparad 7> =7 FO XS THIE LTH X D, a2~ RT A 2 7'm 27 Z A TlidTuning&Estimation
MO Evaluation BEREIT t XM e 7L a o TEIRT 5, T-e 10) 1310 fFOLEMRGEEZ RS, RNy 7r—

NEZE NI OREHREIZ K L C estimation, testimation, evaluation ® 3 DRI & i 2. 5.
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25 VIalb—Ta VT

251 YIal—varF—FOER

ZDOVIal—yva T QTILMAS F 15 MYV —7 v a v TRtk aniz~—b —& =+
B — % % iz (Elsen et al. 2012), Z D7 —# 1% 3,220 B LR . D 5 % 2,000
ERITFEEAE Y P TH ORI EL RS, 25 2,000 EEDEMATH 2 1,000 fEAILFE
ity N CREAMEZ 20, Y 0 220 TS ofEECHEICHT-5, B
9,990 SNPs 73 2 2 L— R ENTWDH N, 9 BFEEE Y MIBWTEZHDH ~7- 7121 ~—
=R\, ZO~— I —BRTHEHNTER22IZHDHEHIT4 5O F U FITHENVER
BURE A B Lz, T U A4 | TR ATy bofEE (Ntrain) % 2,000, 2FE 0 A
VhInor—42ty FERLE L, QTL ©% (Ngth) % 7, 2 £V ~—H—H DI L% 1,000
3D 1 & Uiz, 7 U 11 i Ntrain 1% 2,000, Natl (270 & L7z, > F U4 I LRIV T
(X Ntrain (3 200 & L, Nqtl iZZhZN 7 LRT70 & Lz, > F U AT RO NIZENTQTL
(X~ = —OHNE T X NSRRI L, Z ORI EH AN AR Lz, v
FTUFIMEOIVIZBITS QTL & 20 RITENEN T U A I LN & Hm e Lz, QTL
ELTERSN~—T—1TFEIFRIZIIHW R T2, o Tv—T =8I F VA4 | K
HlT7114, > F VAN KRV TT7,051 Thote, HKFOBMBHE, DF ) RIAUEHHUC
5 HFINAES B OB G, 1205 & L, RBVEITERRAE (OF Y QTL 2 RDF)
ZT BB ) AREMA D T & THRR LI, %37 U 4% 20 KE#VIR LT, QTL &%
DOFIIE K BEIZBNTH I 7Y 7L, EHRAEL ZITSCTER LE LT,
TFUA M LRIV ICBWTEE Y F THOAERIZSKEIZB N T T &4 AIER L
Too ZORER, BN U7 200 EIRFTEEIO 2N~ —H—BEL D Z EIZR2DMB, Tk
ZOFEET—HHPICHEFRF UM L7z, 72720 QTLIZIXEICZA R H D 2 L ZHEE LTz,
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#22 vIIal—IariFyAe

Scenario Ntrain® Nqtl°
I 2,000 7
Il 2,000 70
1 200 7
v 200 70

CF—Z Yy MIFEISEIQTLMAS V—2 v a v ZFICBIF AT —4ty b &b LT,

HHEE 05 Db & TR LT
PEEE Y FORES

‘QTL %, QTL AW RITAFMEER A~ S AR LT,
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252 NAN=RT A —FDFER

[23.8 NANX—= T XA =& | TRULIZHEEZHWTBlasso @ o, EBlasso @ 0, wBSR &
BayesC ® §%, SSVS & MIX ® ¢ KNS’ ZiRiE LTz, 021305, DEV T Ialb— 3T
HBELIZEBEE L, FHRICKEZR «, a (SSVS & MIX OF) . K EDOMD /A 73—
INT A= DOEIFFR 23R LIELDOEHW, 721120 & L7,

#23 YIalb—a UIITICBWTE R T2 A 28— F A —H i

P w U] v a K
Blasso 1 10% 103,102 107, 1.0
EBlasso 0.1 0.1 1 10% 103,102 107, 1.0
wBSR 4 10%, 103,102 107, 1.0
BayesC 4 10% 103 1072 101, 1.0
SSVS 4 01,03,050.7,09 10%10°% 1072 10"
MIX 4 01,03,05,0.7,09 10%10°% 1072 10"
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253 77 AUA KTHI

S v b OB FRE A FRIT 5 72912, VIGoR @ Tuning&Estimation KERE 2 IV -,
Blasso. EBlasso. WBSR. M O} BayesC (2 DWW TIEF#R 23 1Z/x L7258 D« =ik L7z, SSVS
EMIXIZOWTIEFR 23R L4V Ok L 50 D a OFF 20 filAGbEER LT,
Tuning&Estimation F4EEIC LV 2N HHEEDEN S, 5 HEIOZEMGEIZ LV b /NS VD
B) AR R LTS BRNAISEBIR S L, &&R~— T —hROHEEIZHW BT,
RAMFETDORENLT o LI AT o7, TRIOR R A 2.4 127 L7z, EBlasso 237k &
BV EIUTITWIEE S 27x L7c—J7, SSVS & MIX 13 & v & 23 & -7, SSVS
EMIX DIEFAZRFERIZBZE L L TNODOFEPDIR O DO~ —T—%2EL TWHRWNITH
EHHT (21, ¥ab—raryTEELOT—T—3R%E 0 & LT D RITHERK D
boHEEBEZONI, 2O, TNOLOFETIVEMLRIPE, 2 FHEE I
Th HBREOWEEL IR (ZED/NS7 QTLZIRO) K ELETHREICBWNTLD
FHTHLEEZEZDND, ZORITELBRT D7 ) LU A FEERITICB T2 260
FEOKMAREROBEATHLH D LB X b,
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F24 KT VAR L THOERS O (FEEFEZE) °

| I i IV
Blasso 0.92(0.02)  0.90(0.01) 0.62(0.06)  0.64 (0.06)
EBlasso 0.95(0.02)  0.91(0.01) 0.74(0.10)  0.63 (0.06)
WBSR 0.93(0.03)  0.87(0.02) 0.64(0.13)  0.61(0.07)
BayesC 0.92(0.04)  0.85(0.03) 0.68(0.13)  0.60 (0.07)
SSVS 0.90 (0.04)  0.84(0.03) 0.58(0.09)  0.54(0.08)
MIX 0.84(0.04)  0.82(0.03) 0.58(0.05)  0.61(0.06)
Average” 0.94(0.02)  0.90(0.01)  0.74(0.09)  0.64 (0.06)

PP HOEM ST THES N Y MBI SEOBGFREL O T Y AHBREE LT

L7ze KA1 20 [BIfT 572,

®Average 13 6 LD FRMEDOARM TN & 5 Tl % K4

Eptl
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254 %) hUA NEEEENT

Z 2 Cl& Estimation #§8EA4 W 2, WTHOFIETSH 18D DAL NR—RF A —=FZ D%

iz, «iZ0TFhoFE, >V FCB0TH 10° & Lz, ZHUE QTL k&40 7 L 485E

LTWAZ Eichsd, SSVS & MIX IZoOWNWTIRWTFROYF U4 Thaw 09 &Lz, 2
DFREEZ T SO QTL N~ —H —13F T 2RI ED 90 %Z i+ 25 LEEL TV

HT LD,

IRT A= ZHETE FIEIE A RiEEZ AN, B RETHES N~ — I —
NROFEEATEENED~ — T — W ROFEMHE BN T EDOREFHTE 200805
ToDIT, WARZIRE & AT o 72, FHhAMEINEC K DHE KON~ ZME VT
TH PEIF0.05 & L7z, FRAMESRMES X 2HE T4,

E[p,]-106x [V [5,] E[5,]+196xV[5]]

N0 BEERTNEHE L A7 Lz, wBSR OBAILE[B, |2 E[B,|E[r,]. V[A,]%

V7, [E[B]+E[r, [ V[5,] L EE 2 1=, HHIZ

2

V7B, = E[(Vpﬂ )ZJ_EDP'BPJ
e[ Je[s]-Eln ] E[A]

VInlreln ] )V s ]E[A])-E[n T E[AT

=V (7, JE[#]+E[r,] V(5]

MHENND, WORFAREITZLLTDO L 1T o7T2, REAUEZ ~— 1 —8B{sFRICx L
T U AT LO TiX 200 [\, 1 KONV TiX 1000 [517 o & MMIWFA~FE 2, ZH I

ONWTEIFFELZ HTID, RORES MR G 20 TSR 2Bk LTz, &
E LT2 W~ — T — 5 R OAERHE AT 340 D 95 Wi LV EElS 7 Ga AR & A7 L,

WBSR (Z OV TIE~ =7 — 2 RORDVIZE| B, |E[r, | & H 7,

EBlasso & WBSR, BayesC 2fafti L 0 /=~ v B Vi EE LTz (£ 25 &
V% 2.6), ZIHDOTFEICONTIE, B Sive QTL Z L UMaREHEIcR SN D L 9 I
FHESFEMENZ X DA BRI & I~ 2 REIXIFIERZEORE R 2% L7, Blasso {22\ Tt

A OVE AR E D T7 D3 BAF IR RGBT, MIX AZDWTIIWF RO TFEET b & DV <
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FERIT/ O NI o T, FRIAR O RHEEMED W/ NEE SN GG, BRI~ 2
BE L 0T 2REEN TR IND N, O XD 2B mII M QTL 35 & UMA I )5 %
N EE 7z SSVS LISMZIIBIZ Sy o -, Ko THrIZ EBlasso. wBSR. BayesC (230>
THEBEIREMICIDHUMNIEHCTOHL Z EDRBE N, L LENE, By ( Xk
(X~ — I =R ROFRA e~ — N — R OEAFEFR, S F g Py 2 B4 L TRE S
fR LHEET D72, b LARAW v — b —Ba 3 L0 R NROIEAIT, o
DOFEFIEIE Y STzl NWE BB X H T M TE L, —F CHEMITOSEIT~Y— I —hHR D
FRITBRIZZ2 % X O IR 2 O T 272012, ~— 0 —HOKFBIRIIRE 225
BAFF- 0N EVWD T EB B X B, O siE Carbonetto and Stephens (2012) T4 5 &
NTCND, WA REIREZHET 57010, RUITFRAEIEMEICIVHEL, £
S DEHERE B NTIZH BT ~EZRE Z FMT D DONFEHNTH A 9,

HFhAMEFEME %2 T EBlasso, WBSR, BayesC WM CAHE L HIE Iz~ —
H—EHEEHE LS, RSz QTL A OMBEEEEIL, WO FER T
FIZBNTHHI LT (R 25 KUK 2.6) . SO HEAMESENEZ VT EBlasso, wBSR,
BayesC 2 TCHOFETHE LHIE SN ~— I —%2 AR EHE LSS, &/ QTL
B OMEGHEBII T NOFEL YT U BN THED Lz (3525 KO 26), ULk
DO R BRI 1L QTL OF S X 0 INEEZRDL, 1 21E Ntrain 23/ S WG 72 EICHT
b5 9, —HCHREIIMEIERGIEY 7TV ERE LcWaa, i3t Sz QTL ICE
FENERL ZAH T Te NG BRI A R E B B D,
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#25 TFUAIKOCNITEWNTHEERHEIENE (Un) KTUEOEZHRE (Pe) ICXVIELIHEHSH
72 QTL % (Ng) K UMAEE (Np) °

Scenario | Scenario Il
Test No Ne No Ne
Blasso Un 3.6(0.9  04(1.2) 6.3 (3.6) 0.0 (0.0)
Pe 4.0 (0.9) 1.8 (2.4) 14.2 (3.0) 0.4 (0.7)
EBlasso un 4.8 (1.2) 0.8 (1.2) 20.1 (4.0) 0.7 (0.9)
Pe 48(12)  0.6(1.0) 20.4 (3.8) 0.8 (0.9)
WBSR Un 47(1.1)  2.2(19) 20.9 (3.5) 1.8 (1.4)
Pe 47(1.1)  2.3(L9) 20.9 (3.6) 1.8 (1.4)
BayesC Un 5.1 (1.2) 3.5 (2.5) 26.9 (4.0) 2.9 (1.7)
Pe 5.1 (1.2) 3.5 (2.5) 26.9 (4.0) 3.0 (1.7)
SSVs Un 3.1(1.2) 10.8 (4.0) 14.3 (3.5) 5.2 (2.8)
Pe 25(0.8)  1.1(1.3) 5.8 (3.0) 0.8 (1.0)
MIX Un 1.2(0.7)  0.0(0.2) 0.2 (0.5) 0.0 (0.0)
Pe 7.0(0.2) 1667 (691) 70.0 (0.0) 1311 (141)
Or (E, wB, BC)" Un 5.3 (1.2) 5.5 (4.4) 30.8 (5.2) 4.1 (2.1)
And (E, wB, BC)® Un 2.9 (1.0) 0.0 (0.0) 7.5 (4.1) 0.4 (0.7)

%Pe TOFRITEIELIL 200, Un & TNPe & H 12 P fEIX 0.05 Z 7=, FEIMN O FIIEHER 242 R 3,

"EBlasso. WBSR. BayesC Wi CTHE EHESNE~—I—2FE LT

‘EBlasso, WBSR, BayesC £ C CHE L HIESNT~v—h—%2HFELTD

42



#£26 VFUF I ERIVIZBWTHERHEENE (Un) KOO ZHBE (Pe) ICEXVIELLHMES
7= QTL % (Ng) K OMARGMES (Np) °

Scenario lll Scenario IV
Test Ng® Ng° No Ne
Blasso Un 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.0)  0.0(0.0)
Pe 1.4 (0.7) 0.2 (0.5) 0.8(1.5  0.0(0.2)
EBlasso uUn 1.7 (1.0) 0.3 (0.6) 2.1(2.2) 0.0 (0.2)
Pe 1.6 (0.9) 0.1 (0.3) 1.4(1.8)  0.0(0.0)
WBSR Un 1.6 (1.1) 0.2 (0.4) 1.7(1.9)  0.0(0.2)
Pe 1.6 (1.1) 0.3 (0.5) 1.8(1.8)  0.2(0.4)
BayesC Un 1.8 (1.1) 0.2 (0.6) 2.9 (2.6) 0.2 (0.4)
Pe 1.8 (1.1) 0.4 (0.7) 3.0(2.6) 0.2(0.4)
SSVS Un 1.4 (1.1) 4.5 (2.3) 48(3.3) 3422
Pe 0.3 (0.6) 0.0 (0.2) 04(12  0.1(0.3)
MIX Un 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.0)  0.0(0.0)
Pe 35(1.6) 82.0(121.5) 28.9 (16.0) 49.4 (47.8)
Or (E, wB, BC)° Un 2.2 (1.2) 0.8 (1.2) 3.9 (2.7) 0.2 (0.6)
And (E, wB, BC)® Un 0.6 (0.9) 0.0 (0.0) 0.6 (1.4) 0.0 (0.0)

%Pe TOFRITEIELIL 200, Un & TNPe & H 12 P fEIX 0.05 Z 7=, FEIMN O FIIEHER 242 R 3,

"EBlasso. WBSR. BayesC Wi CTHE EHESNE~—I—2FE LT

‘EBlasso, WBSR, BayesC £ C CHE L HIESNT~v—h—%2HFELTD
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Z OEEEATIC BT D~ — I — W RHEE D 72D D DO FHREEM & % 2.7 1R Lz A~
ZEORRIEE £720), FHAERRIZ IR E TORITH L KM L T Y, wBSR KT
BayesC | LMl D FE L 0 D7 WERITE TR T 2R b o 7o (RERIEHEHD .

£ 27 A A TOREMITICI T L EHRERERH (B) °

Simulation scenario

I Il 1 v

Blasso  311.9(92.8) 315.9(92.3) 9.5(1.0) 7.9(0.9)
EBlasso  206.3(59.0) 202.2(19.4) 17.1(1.8) 17.0(1.8)
WBSR  96.6(60.5) 47.9(20.5) 2.3(0.7) 1.6(0.4)
BayesC  71.3(77.7) 37.8(151) 1.8(0.7) 1.4(0.4)
SSVS  140.8 (56.7) 119.5(23.5) 31.8(6.5) 33.4 (6.8)

MIX 102.4 (16.8) 100.1(9.0) 22.6(4.8) 22.7(6.7)

#31H1% 2.66 GHz Intel Xeron processor % #4i# L 7= Mac OS X ver. 10.6.8 IZ X V1T > 7=,
FAEEOE 20 TN O I E R = 2 KT,
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26 HE
AR TIZS 7 L0 A REEMT KOS ) 204 RTYRIHOY 7 87 =7 VIGOR
(variational Bayesian inference for genome-wide regression) = #7-|ZB% L7, ZDOY 7 ¥
=7 OREIET (1) 6 DDA AMYFFELEEL TWDLZ L, (2) vwra7EEE s T
AN ELY @ERESSA REIZL D RTA=EHEEEITO Z &, (3) REMGEC A
N—=RFZ 2= Db ERABLSN TS Z &, Thd, FvIal—ra i
E0T LU A FEEMFTIZRBWD T~ — I — RO FZR A REEDRERAVI A~ RE
CRIFREICEHTEL 2R LT,
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3 TIUTEEEAX (Oryza sativa L.) IZBIFB5 AU RFPRIE
FAHE DBREE K OV T8I F¥E O3 EEFE R R

3.1 #Hm
T Iy kV 7 v a BT L TRIOE#R SIZEENICEREIIEBRRICHELY 52 5,
DD, mWTEEN ZFROFIEOREIT. 7/ Iy 7L vra O REMEZ L L
T INETOMRICB T HERAEDO—>Tholz, ZNE TSN TEXTRITIEE
L Tl GBLUP % DLk (VanRaden 2008; Aguilar et al. 2010; Christensen and Lund 2010) .
U w VI, Lasso, elastic net (ENet) 72 & @ IEHI{EFNF F{% (Usai et al. 2009; Li and Sillanpaa
2012b; Ogutu et al. 2012) . BayesA. BayesB 7 & D=4 X[A]J#FET /L (Meuwissen et al. 2001:
de los Campos et al. 2009a; Hayashi and Iwata 2010, Habier et al. 2011) . FEAHINAIZN R 2 5 &9
% 7= @ reproducing kernel Hilbert space [El)F (RKHS) 72 &/ 3T X kU » 7 [alffFiE
(Gianola et al. 2006; Gianola and van Kaam 2008; Long et al. 2010; Ober et al. 2011) , k=74
SBHETESHAWLNE YT R— I X =< RT7 X574 LA (RForest) 72 &
[} OV ¥ F1E (Long et al. 2011a; Ogutu et al. 2011) . RocHIEZ HEY & L7zElGFiE
(Solberg et al. 2009; Long et al. 2011b) 72 EZikiZH7=%, U v VElGH 2V idZh & [R5
72 GBLUP <>, BayesA. BayesB. K& U\ Blasso (Bayesian lasso, % 2 #=& M) 1T L<EH %
EHDLFETHY ., < OFFFEH TRl 71TV 5 (de los Campos et al. 2013) , % FRAIC
Lasso (Tibshirani 1996) . ENet (Zou and Hastie 2005) . RForest (Breiman 2001) (%, /3% —
RSB T TR FIETH LN, 7/ Iy 7L 7 a Y ORTERY b
5 HBEE TRV (de los Campos et al. 2013),
Ty a b=y a YEMWEFEDOKEIZ LY | FIEOMGA 22 T HIGE 2%
52 DERNPELNMIESNS2H 5,720 QTL IZ KL S 5 JPE Tl BayesB <° Lasso
D &) REFEIRO R OFIEN, &~—I— (B8 PNHEIERSBUICERT 5
ERET DY v VREYRSS GBLUP D K 5 2 FEL DV ENLBIAIZH S (Colautti et al. 2010;
Daetwyler et al. 2010), ZHORHFUTES RN FHE (LD) I XV EEELZT 572D, BayesB
&V VRNFOMXIE 2R T RO M S 1L & 2 BEREE GEEEL QTLE) AR L Th
S>TH LD OREEIZ XL VAT 5 (Wimmer et al. 2013), U v PRI GBLUP (2 X % Tl
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(T~—H—& QTL D LD LV b RHEMOBBHIBIRIC L BMUKFET 2720, FEHAE Y

K26 OB TEBEDOFRE O @\ RO T Tk BayesB (245 2738 %  (Habier et al.
2007; Zhong et al. 2009) , RKHS 72 &/ > oRF X+ U v 7 [alfd T3 IEM I 22 & Tl
WIEET VI D ENSMA2 S D (Long et al. 2010; Ober et al. 2011; Gonzalez-Camacho et al.
2012), 2B DEE (BInHfEE, LD HE, 8 v b LFHEH T v M OBIRRIBELR)
FEMRIEICLVZET 52 ENEZI LN, FINOOERMEAOEMRHEAFEHL T
BFEDOHKEIIR R T =~ VA BE L 520 Z 2 b5, TDIH, iR THIF
EORIITIL, FEEOT = HWIERGEDRLE L5 Th A 9,

FERE. THFEOKBRIZIEMOT — 2 2 H W T iThbT&E L, flZiX=a ¥

(Crossa et al. 2010; Heffner et al. 2011; Perez-Rodriguez et al. 2012) . k 7 &= =23~ (Crossa et al.
2010; Albrecht et al. 2011; Riedelsheimer et al. 2012a; Zhao et al. 2012; Crossa et al. 2013) ., A4
2% (Lorenz et al. 2012; Endelman et al. 2014) 72 & CT& %, Lorenzana and Bernardo (2009)
IO FEEZ NUER Y A LF, oA XF XS Tl Lo afE et 4175
—7J5. Heslot et al. (2012) HIXFERIC h U ER Y A4 LF, T LF, Yo XFXF
e DT A e 2 e LT s (20 9 HUn < 02D H 1T Lorenzana and Bernardo (2009)
LB THo7) . TR HDOHFEITHW LN EHL TR ITEWER O ) 2T A K
THNZOWTITARRM A 525, LarLaensb, FEEOEM - IBE ClEEshiE)
RHTHY, FEMOELZEANVTERDBHONTRWZ b, HFonlfima —ibL
(< WE W) R xR, THITFELIERICRES T 272010%, EBEOT =2 Dh % ]
W TR+ Th %,

TITHEEA RIMROERRBEHDO L OTHLHHEOD, I AFL R yER VR
FRNR oM E Rip 0 7 DU A RTHOA MRS TR FERROBREED R IZITHONT
WRV, & ZTAMIZEILT T A R OEM EHWT, B0 ) AU A RTHIF
HEO LB 21T - 7, il U7= F151% GBLUP, RKHS, Lasso, ENet, RForest, Blasso, EBlasso

(55 2 =2 ), BayesA 2 () BayesB |[Z%:Afi72 wBSR (3 2 &5 MH) . # L CTETIED VY
i (Ave) TH D, SHIZET—Fa2blITERLIZyIalb—r a7 —ZIZBNTbHT
J LT A RPRFEOREA2ITo72, 2OV 2l —ya A28V TiE, QTL % (Ngtl) .
FEMEY FoOREE (Ntrain), BEngE, TEXAZZAOFE I 52 LD OFifHE 2
2ab—va L LTEELL, ZOvIal—yaryOaME, 1) ¥YIalb—va

ICBWTHFEOBE N ATRARFELZEREL, 2) YIalb—ra URENNWTET—
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A CBIREINTTHFEMOERIICBIT 0 EZL EATRERZHLZ L THDH, I
— v a VEERO~ = — BTN DER L TWD T2, Z ORERIZANIIE TR L 72
Mo T JEE SRR M L 725 E b A THA S, SHITvIalb—ra VR
AL CTRW A RERERRIC, FEAE Y F2VNE < LD HEM iR VER 12
F57 7 LU RTRICOERZIRAE 255,

3.2 MEtLFE

321 A RinfE L REBUFAR

FIZHARTHER S N7- 110 KRS E AV (F 3.1), TELEERFE A% (DH), fE
(CL). #iK (PL). #% (PN). Kk (GL). kg (GW). X kK (BL). X KiE (BW)
D 8 TWEITOWTIT o 70, EHIMSIATENE AR - BPEEBATREIFZET (NARO)
T e [E DY [ R EA JE o # — (WARC, JA BRI T 2006 4F2~5 2011 £ T 6 4fH
1o, DH IRFENOREOPSOFENRHE LA ETORKE LTilllsh, CL
FHERANOEE ETORS, PLITHE N OLEZEERVHELEE TORS L LTS
iz, PNIXEHE MO L LCEHllE 7z, GL, GW, BL, BW [IT Y # VAT A RF—
D MW TEHAl S 3L 7z, #els il ORI EHT I NARO/WARC o H IS £, BZEAY
GIRBFICAT OILAC I 1| A5 R R 7R R S & IR BCE Mt & v % — D i
PRSI K ONLIRPRHRCHEERZ IZ K » TITO AR IC iR S e, RETUEIL 6 45 % 18
L THW, SFEIE TR TFEDFEH RIS 0, FRHER AN 112705 L O ITEE(R L T
A7,
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F 3.1 ARWFIEICHE L 7oA R o

ID  Cultivar Improved? Year”
1 Aichinokaori Improved 1988
2 Aikoku Landrace
3 Akage Landrace
4 Akanszora Improved 1993
5 Akebono Improved 1953
6 Akihikari Improved 1976
7 Akitakomachi Improved 1984
8 Asahi1 Landrace
9 Asahi2 Landrace

10 Asahinoyume Improved 2000
11 Asanohikari Improved 1988
12 Benisengoku Improved 1953
13 Bozu Landrace

14 Chiyohonami Improved 1987
15 Chiyonishiki Improved 1986
16 Daichinokaze Improved 2002
17 Domannaka Improved 1993
18 Dontokoi Improved 1997
19 Eiko Improved 1939
20 Fujihikari Improved 1977
21 Fujisakab Improved 1947
22 Fukei175 Improved 1993
23 Fukuhibiki Improved 1995
24 Fusaotome Improved 1999
25 Futaba Improved 1940
26 Ginbozu Landrace

27 Gohyakumangoku Improved 1957
28 Goropikari Improved 1994
29 Haenuki Improved 1993
30 Hanaechizen Improved 1993
31 Haruru Improved 2001
32 Hatsuboshi Improved 1977
33 Hatsunishiki Improved 1954
34 Hatsushimo Improved 1950
35 Hatsushizuku Improved 1998
36 Hayamasari Improved 1990
37 Himenomochi Improved 1972
38 Hinohikari Improved 1989
39 Hitomebore Improved 1992
40 Hiyokumechi Improved 1971
41 Hohohonoho Improved 1993
42 Hoshinoyume Improved 2000
43 Hounen-wase Improved 1955
44 Houyoku Improved 1961
45 |tadaki Improved 2003
46 Jikkoku Landrace

47 Joshu Landrace

48 Kameji Landrace

49 Kamenoo Landrace

50 Kamenoo4 Landrace 1915
51 Kihou Improved 1968
52 Kinmaze Improved 1948
53 Kinuhikari Improved 1989
54 Kirara397 Improved 1990
55 Koganebare Improved 1981
56 Koganemasari Improved 1976
57 Koganemochi Improved 1956
58 Koshihikari Improved 1956
59 Koshiji-wase Improved 1953

49



#£31 (Fex)

60 Manamusume Improved 2001
61 Matsuribare Improved 1995
62 Menkoina Improved 2001
63 Millenishiki Improved 2003
64 Mineasahi Improved 1981
€5 Morita-wase Landrace 1913
66 Mutsuhomare Improved 1986
67 Nakate-shinsenbon Improved 1950
68 Natsuhikari Improved 1984
69 Nihonmasari Improved 1973
70 Nipponbare Improved 1963
71 Nishihomare Improved 1979
72 Nerin1 Improved 1931
73 Norin18 Improved 1941
74 Norin22 Improved 1943
75 Norin28 Improved 1945
76 Noriné Improved 1936
77 Norin8 Improved 1937
78 Notohikari Improved 1986
79 Ohba Landrace

80 Okiniiri Improved 1996
81 Omachi Landrace

82 Otomemochi Improved 1966
83 Ouu197 Improved 1937
84 Reihe Improved 1969
85 Reimei Improved 1966
86 Rikuu132 Improved 1921
87 Rikuu20 Landrace 1915
88 Sasanishiki Improved 1963
89 Sasashigure Improved 1952
90 Satojiman Improved 2005
91 Sekitori Landrace

92 Senichi Landrace

93 Shinriki Landrace

94 Shirosenbon Landrace

95 TaichungB5 Improved 1927
96 Takenari Landrace

97 Todoroki-wase Improved 1968
98 Toyonishiki Improved 1969
99 Tsugaruroman Improved 2000
100 Tsukinohikari Improved 1986
101 Yamabiko Improved 1958
102 Yamadanishiki Improved 1936
103 Yamasenishiki Improved 1962
104 Yukara Improved 1962
105 Yukihikari Improved 1986
106 Yukinosei Improved 1990
107 Yumeakari Improved 2002
108 Yumehikari Improved 1992
109 Yumehitachi Improved 2000
110 Yumetsukushi Improved 1995

“Improved } Of Landrace |32 L E AV R S U7z S Al OMER Sl 2 323
“Year |3 & L CHEN SNT-EERT



322 ~—AW—@BEBTFRT—%

DNA |E 1 DD fhFRIC > X iRy 72 1 E{KZ %I L, CTAB % (Murray and Thompson 1980)
ERAWTHIH L7z, 77 AU A R/ 3102 JENLOD 2 RINLIEAR T~ — 1 — 12DV Tl s 7803
RES NIz, ZbD DB, 3071 BENLIE B AKRGATED 7 ) L —27 2 A bF b
SNP ~— 4 —T& ¥V (Yamamoto et al. 2010, Nagasaki et al. 2010), 4%V 31 ~—H—|% 2 xf
SLIBAG A D Bk D B RIS ECA (short sequence repeat) ~ — 47— T d - 7= (Yamasaki and Ideta
2013), 9 _XTC¥ =/ ¥ A ¥ 7% lllumina BeadStation 500G genotyper (lllumina Inc.. San
Diego. CA, USA) ZHV\, ¥~ == 7 /UIHE-> TiTHi Tz, DNA i, ~— I —DiER,
KO = ) 2 XL EE L SMHER, RO WLIRRHCAEETZIZ L 0 AT DA
IR S iz, BT D~ — b — B OB K OWERIEREZ 22 1.0° 55 11.6 oM,

0.079 7% 2504 kb OFIFHTH VY . F5LZ 10 cM 25 2500 kb (ZAHY L Tz, FHE (FEYE
W75 13ZNF1 049 (£0.76) cM k111223 (+167.7) kb ThoT=, FHDO~A F—7T
UVBHELE 0309 (+£0.124) ThHoTo, RICERAELICHHETO~—H— T O LD %
0F/-iF2 CRENE~—D—BETRHOET Y U HHEMRE () & LTEHELE,

3.2.3 BEBHEMEE
WFFEIZ 2 110 ShFE O BHIEREE X E 2 2 22 ) o 72 W T2, 77 A
ZY o E =B RN GERE LCAEB O —7 Uy NEBEZ S &2, R B
hclust 2 VN TIT o 7=,

3.24 FHIFE
PUF TIEARMZE TG L 72 PHRIFEICOWTHRAT 2, £ ToORIFET VIR 2 & Ten
AL DO 7= D LU T ORI S ITE W,

3.241 GBLUP
GBLUP LG #H % & & 1C L7 BLUPIZBIT 20 Bt Wi T4l %27 ) LU A R~—F—»
HROIZEBRITHIGITEE#X 5 Z & THFITTE S (VanRaden 2008), UL K DO#EEIFE
TV Wz,

y=2Zu+e
Ty FRBBUEZ E T T X — Z IFEHEATH], u MR TH Y | ZEEIES Y
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4 (multivariate normal distribution) . MVN (U0, Go/?) 12595 LABET 5, £7- e ldEETH
D MVN (€0, Inoe?) (In 1ZWRICE n DEAATHI, n LB E) 1IShE D EBET D, u DEFITIRE
BETNVHEXZHNTESD Z LA TE 5 (Henderson 1984) ,

=(zz+G™%) Z7y (31)

T 2T A lEo?/o2mw T, SRS (6l KN oed) 1 REML IZXEY R 7Sv 4 — rrBLUP
(ver. 4.2, Endelman 2011) % W TCHEE L7=, FEXRARD 2k S87- G OHEE B[Ry

r—UIZ L W 1T7->7 (Endelman and Jannink 2012),
GBLUP {3V v VEIFIZEEL TW5, U v VERE TIERIAEIT~ — I —8 &1
ALZEIR S D,
y=2ZXp+e

ZITX A —BETATHY | BIRENMTK, Z EFETSICTH S, Uy CERO
SLEEE e

min,, |y — ZXB| +%.B'B

L%, ZZTE|Ba—2 VT T v bk W IZIEAHERT A —F 2ET, ApP
% L BRI A RS, B OfFIX

B=(XZZX +1l,) X2y

TRIND, TITPRE~—I—HEERY, b LEETREEOEFH X0 XB (CHBRA
HLHIeHIE, pOMERDDBENLIR S PEHEEZH D Z L TP OEEERETE 5, O
FROFUILL T D LS ICEE PR DI ENTE D,
1
B:X—X'Z'(y—ZXﬁ)
R

=X"Z'a

TITa zi%(y—ZXB) BT, Y- ZXBILY—ZXX'Z'a L FET T L INTE DT,

R

Aga =y —ZXX'Z'a
2155, ZHhBUTO a BT 25050505,

= (ZXX'Z'+2g1,) Ty

AERAIZ
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Xp=XX'Z'a
= XX'Z'(ZXX'Z'+ kgl )’1 y
5, T2 CRILITHITINCEATAAXNEHWTLU T L D ICEBTE 5,

3.2)

u=(2z+G™,) ZY

-1
= 55—552'|N+JLZGZ' 25 |2y
7\'G 7\’G )\’G }\’G

Uz XB. G XX'\ A& WRRICEZHLZ 5 Z L TH32 %2155,

3.24.2 RHKS
GBLUP } UMY v PIEMR TIIFERB AT~ — I =B F R LFHE RO TN D, Ll
RS BT B R X U AR EOIFEIMNIN 72 QTL 2hRITZ 41 & OBIR A MY
ZT 2, ZOIBBET~ — I — BB ERHHERICG BT 5L TEETHZLNT
D, X EXERMI L jOV—H BB, ox;) L o(x;) & FHAZERICEIT 5~ — T —
BETHOERETDH, D—FVITFEZERTONEE L TERZSND (Shawe-Taylor and
Cristianini 2004) ,

K(xi,%;) = (00, 0(x;))
ZITEWEX EYyORNEERT, ORI —NVDLDEIT I T U —F L TH Y,

k(x5 %7) = exp (—[|x; — x;|°/4P0) (3.3)

LFENS (Endelman 2011), =2 TO IV Riga#£ T, K32 TRIEEIND LT, %
B OB FRUEITFEEM PR Th > THONENFHI CEUTEIREAETH D, L
o T, AN320DXICTEHTLIHME, 2F0 XX°ZAX 3 IZEEHX D Z & TIFEMAYRENE
EEEIIVNDZENTED, ZOZLFIX31 DG EXIIITEILK T YT U I—*
MTHIKICEEHRZ D2 L ESMTHD, ZOIFETIIREROBFRIX GBLUP LV & /&
P72 %, S F 0 FZHEOBURIE|x; — x[|* 2N & < 72 DI oh TABIC kb S, RKHS

IZ Gianolaetal. (2006). Gianola and van Kaam (2008). & 7-1% de los Campos et al. (2009b)
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72 EIZEE LW, RKHS OZEATICZIEZ R /X 77— rBLUP % FV =, GBLUP d Ag IZAHYS 35
ERAHE N T A—H T REML THE L=, NURIEIX 01 225 1 £ TO 0L XEY DY »
KRR bEBWVWELELZEZDHOZ2EIN LT-, 21X rBLUP OHIHARRE TH 5,

3.2.4.3 Lasso & TF ENet
Lasso 135 DRt AT % LU CBRZR iR % 15 5 7= D12 Ly iIERIMKIE %2 F v 5 (Tibshirani 1996) .
HrIBEE R

Mz

mn —xl +7&L|B|

1=1

LB, T TMITIERNE/NT A —4 XL /v A EFRT, LT Ly E KD B R
B (w——%E) 2L 0E 0IZEMT D, TO7O T DEOFTHEEN 0 THRUVE)
BAEEok 912705, ENetiZ L THE L, HEE 2 H\ % (Zou and Hastie 2005), H HIEI%K
1%

m

Mz

yi—x B) (- /2081 + alB))

=1

LB, T2 T A FEANE ST A—% %%K3, ENet i Lasso & U v PRVF T OVEE & Jf
HFEFO, DFEV Lasso DK D IZEERIREZIT O BHBET 28 E 7 —7 & L GER L,
U PBliDd X OIZEN O ZFIR LT T 22O R 24> T 0 IZHENT 5, ~— I —
(L85 LD W&, S E D HBIEIE A FFo, LD, ENet [d Lasso LV 7/ LU A RTHI
2 LTV D & A S 47z, Lasso &2 TNENet [ X R X &7 — 3 glmnet (ver. 1.9-5, Friedman
etal. 2010) ZHW\TIT>7,

3.2.4.4 RForest

RForest |Z5EA52E O THEE O EA (classification and regression trees; CART) % Fu»
% (Breimanetal. 1984), FLERNIZT—hA T v T T UnblEREND, HHNT
ORD LNTEDOEL (7 LU A FTRHOSGEIE~—T—) ZHBRERDE / — FIZE
WT T A LTRIRT 5, &/ — FiZBWTH 70 GRit) 13EED 1 22T 2o
IS TN, 2D & EHFENTHND LR L TS LD 0B O T7 I35 ED 3% (»
F VDD DFED TR ORI > TRESND, TSV 7 GRik)
(TVERL S NTZRERD LD 5 2 DEFUTHE > THFSNTVE | WY FNTo i ) — FD
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FLERE DRERNIZB T L TFHINEE 725, ZNEZHORERTELZ DT IS
HZ KV EENTIEEZSS, 7— NARNT v T T ANBELND THIfEE E
A7% L CHE LT HIME % 15 % F151% bagging (bootstrap aggregating, Breiman 1996) & MR/

5o —HRICTHIOPALRZEITFE Yy hOT 2 AEIZES o E . ZOFEOHE
INAT AT oD ZERmbILTVWS (Hastie et al. 2009), bagging ®EIZ 7 — k&
NIy T TNNNEEET L LRV SEBERY SES 2 LI12HD (Breiman 1996),
F74 ) — RTEE AT U7 JOER L TRAMER OMBEZ G 32 & T, S HIZHBOR
DRE G TWND,, PRERTITEEBEOEEDHEGE L T 7L OSFENICHW G D T-HI
EHMOMANERZMRT 5 2 &3 wlEE & 72 5, RForest /L R /¥ -7 — 2 @ randomForest (ver.
4.6-7, Breiman 2001) % HWTITo7z, IREARDHIL 1000 & L7z, £DMD/NST X —%
33y =V OREEE A Vi,

3.24.5 Blasso, EBlasso, & wBSR

TN DOFIEITE 2 BT, Blasso DA NR— T A—=F ol 1 L L, oldl, 1072
107 » 3l &7 L7z, EBlasso DA 78— 3T A=K ¢, o, Ky ix1 &L, 01F1, 1072,
10° D 3 fEAFR L72, WBSR D/ A /8—/8F A —% v (34 L L, «(%005 01, 02, 05,
07. 1O 5 AR LI, SPITILRE ) 21 & 1LRK21 (238 A =T A —%)
> TRDZ, BB FETHOTF AT 05 L LE, 26O FEL VIGOR @
Evaluation #88E 4 N THEAT LT, A 73— F A —Z Ot 5 0EID T o Z LI s8 7
k& W TIT o 77,

3246 Ave
Bt 8 FIE TR DR PRIE O 2 V7,

325 YIal—vav

FEBONRT 3 —~< L AZCEET 2 ER A L0 G~ D7-0ic, ZEO~—h—i&

BFHES LIV Iab—Yar T —2a2FlL, BELLYI 2 b—ya V&P

Ngtl, i&f=3%, Ntrain, TEAX A KONLD O#PHATHD, I al—raralLT

QTLIFZ~—H—0 bR L, THNZIZQTL & L TR N o le~v— T —DHEZHNT

iTo7=, Ngtl X 6, 12, 36, 120 ® 4 fEAZFEE L7z, Natl 23 6 OEEI1X QTL IL#E72 5 Yeta
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RN BIBIRTHE O L, ENUANOEGEITT V7 LTEIR LT, QTL a4 585
BT ETh D LAE L. QTL OAHMAIZNRIZT U VB 2 & L ICRE LTz, FHMBIzhE
DOFFs (EPADY) 137 o F DIRGE LTz, B OMINRZROF, > FE D MR 7218
B AUEIEA SR RF D QTL 7 VU L MM R OFn & UCRHERE Lz, RBUUEIX, 2
(2T X BNZIERGARINOER LT ) A XA 5D & TERKR LIz, /A X053 8ITFEm

BT EEO S ERBOBLEENOIE LT, HEOEMLRFEIT 0.1, 0.3, 05, 0.7, 0.9
OS5 EEE Lz, Bk 2 X 9 ICARBIE CIETRIGED ORI 11 2B O ZERFEE A
fefe®lz, 110 B COFEMAtE Yy hOREZ I, DF Y Ntrain (£ 100 & 725,

F o fEEZ 330 LOVB50 IZH ST — 2ty RbIER LT, Zhvbixenz
AU Ntrain 75 300 X OV 500 (ZHHY T 5, st Rolz~—h —BIE R To LD &AMk
57912, Wimmer etal. (2013) (2~ —A —[MOMBAITHID 22 U A X — 3R 21TV, £
NEMM L TS er — 2 2f Lc, EF~— 2 —RHEITSICEZ R /Ny
r—3 MatrixR THEHES 1TV % nearPD B CIEEMEATANT L L 724751 C*ZAFERL L.
C*2 AL AX—0ff3 52 L TEZMAITHIU 24572 (DFV C*=UU), RICERN-1F
72X 1 572 % anfEE (330 £7213 550) X ~—A—H (3102) DOITHIW ZAERR L7, W
IRITDEE~Y—H—DEFE (-1 T3 D) FEEO~— I —BETEICRIT 5T U VR
BRT A= L LU THW AL X—ARITICE VER LT, 232 TOMFEITIER R T
HHERELTWDIED, TUNAMBHENBEFREBEELE LW &L D, 20 WIZEHH
NHUZENTHZETHE~—h—8BETH G 25,

QTL fH® 2 RDMEAAEH (mEAZ T R) 23 IaLb— 957, QTL £ LT
ERENTZ~—H =05, Ngtl ® 3450 1 O_XT ZEENRNEIITER L (OF DA
HAEAT 2 L ICBEIRENZ QTLEIEINgtl 35D 2 L7 5), BT DT AKX L A%
BRIIRT L7257 QTL DM RN DS T o X DRI LT, TV A X ALK D85 T
BUEIX, <7 L2272 QTL OB FROMIC T B A XV AR 2T 5 2 &1 K0 1R
L7, ZHUCHNMA I K 28 FREZ A 5 2 & CHEtOBE FRE A fER L 72,
REBAUEIL, 2227 U F DTIEBD AN O AR LT ) A XMz 5 Z & TER L=, /
A ZDBUTE R OBIEFIUED /3B & IRRDBIRRNHIRE LTz, TERAZ T AR
LA EE 2 E DI ILFEOBEHRIL 0.1, 0.3, 05, 0.7, 0.9 D 5SEEZMEE L, ZOFIETIX

BIEBO I BEBLZ NN ERAX VAL D0 ERoTz, TR, v Ialb—v
3 DML L TCEBRICHNDIEEIT, TERAX ARV EORFZEDERLRR, HDHY
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ADIRFEOEBFRIZEOL LT BEFR] LS LITEET 5,

JRHIPHIZIE S LD (long-range LD) 723 THIGBE I T T B Z A~ 572012, Natl
DEDYI a2l — g BT, b ED LD #EED QTL OFEFIZ LMETFE I LTV
F—XtYy &, QTL 7D 10cM UL BN 7=~ — I — DB R A T 0 # LW ~_EEZ D
Z TR LTz, SEHL T QTL @ 10 cM BANIZIL 325.3 (£87.9) ~— W —NFE LT,

AFFLTI50 vV AICED Y I ab—varwfrolz, ZRHDHH 120 )Y
A% 4 >0 Natl 8 (6, 12, 36, 120), 5 >Di&E=% (0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9), 3 -2® Ntrain
fil (100, 300, 500), =B AZ L ADHFMDIMAGOENOLHKD, £V D 30 ) U A%
LD fiEZ#E L7- Ngtl 23 6 Db DT, 750 O (BIs%, Ntrain, =B A X U 2ADH )
DMAEDLENLEK S, & Natl fEIZ3T 100 QTL &~ M ZA/ERL L, QTL OALE & Zh R 1X
@ U Notl fl CIERR SN2 U A cdeme Uiz, £V AW CREAE T4 QTL
oy MBS LEFER LT, R LTL1oDOYF U AIzoX 100 KIEORITEIT- 71~

3.2.6 THIDIEH S DOFEHE
AR TIIET =%, 2 b—a VOMITICED B3 11 EI DL ERFEZIT > 72, b
fE%E 110, 330, 550 D 3V THDH72H, REMAEICBIT 2 FEHE Yy hoR&E S, 2
¥ U Ntrain (X% 41241 100, 300, 500 & 75, ZAMGECTIL T TR C o fE D 5 E 7 1%
WeE Lo, 75— 2B 5l CIIZEMGEZ 100 BTV, 2 b—3i 3 TRl
DOREIZHE 1 IAfT -7, Ntrain 23 300 2TV 500 D2 X 2 L—3 3 & T ZRRGEETO
D ENX T X AT T2, FET—H & Ntrain 28 100 OO I = L—3 3 »TlEE
EHHE Y MCBIT A MEOBEH 7 NV —7OFKD, ET —ZOFNEMNFCIZ/e s X
INTHEN LT OWFZE L O T RO IEME S O 2 BEHH 5 6 DIZT H729D1Z, Daetwyler et
. (2013) OIRMRICHASEFEE M v b EFHEM T v F & OBARHIBEGR 2 1) RE s
FEEE (rel®) ZWWTEME L7-, relP 12 mBLUP /X 7 — 2 Amat %A W CEME L7-%E
7 7 NERTITHIN B EHE L7z, Lasso, ENet, Blasso, EBlasso, WBSR (Z-2>UNT i 11 45 &
RAEMRFED BT EN BT, & 51210 43#| (Lasso, ENet) F721% 5 4%l (Blasso. EBlasso.
WBSR) DA ZEMRGEZ FHVTNA /X=X T A —F 2508 LTz,
FET—Z TIETHOEM ST TR E RBUE L O T Y CAHBERETHIE LT,
Val—va TS ER LB TFAEEOYT Y UHBRETHIE L., =
B2 XV AERE LTEHA T, B FAUEISAEIZN R & = v 2 2 o 2 R ofng vz,
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FHEAMRI DO RIL, REMRGEORSF O TRIEZ HWTITo7 (DF W 5EIEICEIE L
DT\, FIEMOEM S DT R @ aov & O TukeyHSD Bi# % W T F =2 —F—JET
RE LT,
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3.2.7 EWEIOEBEMRE
FEMOTEMEIOEZHTET 72010, EHESOZIMREZFR L-, BEARKEWIEE
FEMOENKENWI EE2RT, TOLRETIEOBRRD LY K& REZEBLEFSZ LI 5,

328 EF—FIZEBEWVWYVIal—var ) FoBRE

M S OFIEMIEM N FET —Z bWy I ab—yva v VA2 3RE L, B
LM 1T A © 7 < UHHBIMRE A o, BT —ZICR bW T U AT Dk
FITREOBER L T D7D BT — X ITBIT 2 REOEEHEEL mBLUP IT X 547
By FRMNBOEIR B L BB B) OHEEEZ VTR T,

33 MR

331 EEWKUVLD #iE

AWFE THWZ SRR I Z NI 61 LTV 49 Ml G725 2 DOBBH 7 V— 71200 i

72 (M 3.1, T — ¥ ORFERICE T 5FH A v b EFHEAE » b & O rel* 13 0.154
(£0.03) ThHo7z,

HAKFGMFEN HIECTH Y, EHNEOBFRICREH & L THOW LD MFEN L
AR TWD Z b TSN EY | LD IZREWIEBECIE > TRt Sz, [ UYL @
RINLBET D~ —H—T D%, T ORMERBEZ 40cM 22 5% T, B Ym
WD~ —T—_THOZEN (DEV NNy 7 7T R) & EFElo7 (¥32), 1cMED
U4 R TEHELEES P1312 M ET0LU EThoTm, BT 5 ~—H—XT D
%213 052 (+£0.37) Tholz,
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100
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80
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Euclidean distance

| I
Group 1 Group 2

31 Wiy 22 ) X OHEE S A % 110 SWE OB 7 v— 7, Ko T3 3.1 1
BIF5IDIZkHET 5,
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c < | @ 025050
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180

32 rPEMAVTEHHE LA K 110 SFEICH T 2B P (LD), (A) R UREk Eickh b ~—T—
M r? %~ — B —HOERES oM fEC 5 DEOEIG & LTRUR L, (B) BALREK Echb~—7

—or? (Ry 7 7572 RoLD),
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332 EIF—FXIIBIT3FRAFEOLE

ARWFFETH 2 8 IWE ORBIAUED /54 1XX 3.3 1R Lz, 2D OEIZE T 5 TRIOE
ESIEX 34 1R LT, EMSIIMA DH KU CL Tal, hoBE TIEHFRE TH 72,
B b IEME72 FllZ DH, PL, PN TiX RForest T# 54172, CL, BL TiX RKHS T, GW T
I GBLUP T& b M7=, GL &1 BW Tl Ave TS bh 7=, DH, CL, PL, PN, GW, BW
TIZ WBSR 23 B4 < . BL 1% Lasso 73, GL TlX EBlasso 23 b 1Ky 7=, FEM THIE
fift X DA ERENE 0.05 (DH), 0.10 (CL), 0.08 (PL), 0.13 (PN). 0.09 (GL). 0.10 (GW),
0.11 (BL). XUr0.06 (BW) Th o'z, EF—FDTHNZIIT % Lasso, ENet, }TF wBSR
DI, ENENER TRWHIRZFFOv— I — i, KEMRGECTEIRI NI A S—
INT A= o DB R EZMRAE TERINSININA N—NTA—=Z cDETHDHZ N TE D,
I OEIZER 321 R LT,
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DH (day)
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78.8 (£10.3)
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1T 1T 1T 1
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77.2(+11.8) &
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T
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20.3 (+1.6)

T 1T 1T 1
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3.2 Lasso, ENet, KX wWBSR D5 A K4 51

) b d
Trait® Lasso ENet wBSR
DH 54.0 (20.0) 0.14 (0.25) 0.79 (0.37)
cL 70.7 (21.8) 0.03 (0.13) 0.84 (0.34)
PL 62.2 (19.4) 0.65 (0.29) 0.11 (0.15)
PN 52.8 (16.2) 0.47 (0.32) 0.95 (0.20)
GL 47.0 (15.3) 0.52 (0.34) 0.93 (0.25)
GW 73.9 (31.2) 0.26 (0.32) 0.74 (0.41)
BL 63.0 (36.8) 0.19 (0.30) 0.95 (0.20)
BW 38.3 (26.3) 0.63 (0.34) 0.70 (0.43)

“DH (BB H%0). CL (FRE). PL (FiK). PN (FE%0. GL (kiE). GW Ckifg)., BL (ZXKE) KO

BW (K1)

0 T VR A o~ — ) — D T ()

CRRFEREE CIBIN ST o OEE FEUEFZS), a2d 1 DL X ENet 1% Lasso & [FIZEI2, 0D &L X3V &

VIl & RS2 5,
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DEMIT T E AL U ZARRWGHRIZ L VBE TH o7, RKHS IZ=ERA X T ZA0RF D | Natl
EBIEREPE WG A IO FIE X VB2 DA% > 72, Lasso & ENet (% Ngtl 23/ &
SEBERDEWSGEITE NELST S D Hm23 & - 72, RForest (X Ntrain 23 b /M3 &
EIZ (DFEDY 100 D& &) MLy ErERTHZ 52X SRS -7, K, Ntrain 25 100
TZERZTANRH D Ngtl 73 6 DIGHE  EBEEFEIZEDL L TR S mWIE S & 5- 2 72, Blasso
& EBlasso [TBARE MR & 2 XV m <A T S M A & - 72, wBSR 13 < D
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ThHY, ZbiIfhoFiE, GBLUP (5.2+2.2), RKHS (5.1£2.6), Lasso (6.5+2.5), ENet
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2B 2 L ERE LT, BEMRET Natl X OV B A X o 2D BT B A2 Z T o7z
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GBLUP RKHS

Ntrain 100 Ntrain 300 Ntrain 500 Ntrain 100 Ntrain 300 Ntrain 500
No epistasis
Epistasis
Lasso Elastic net
No epistasis
Epistasis
Random forest Bayesian lasso
No epistasis
Epistasis
Extented Bayesian lasso Weighted Bayesian shrinkage regression
No epistasis
Epistasis
h2
Average of all the methods 0103050709

[ | [ | 6

No epistasis Nt 12
36

Epistasis 120

Rertig (T
K35 ¥Ial—3ailBits TRHFEOIAN, AFF 120 Y DY I a2 b— a2 U A% QTL

¥ (Ngtl, 17). @m0, 5. 8ty FoW% A X (Ntrain), KOTERAZ L ZAOFENRRR S,

NEAZIZ @ AR~ BB BRORR TR L TND
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3.35 EWEIEbBEWVT U A ORE

FEF — X O TR SN TEROEK S 022 EDBEREZFHRL 201, THIOIEN
ICBWTEREICR LIV 2 —ya v F UAERRLE (R34 LU 3.14), W
THOREIZBWTH, BIENY T Y BN THEED AT < UHBERENEIZER SR
ZbOD, BbEWVIREIL 095 22 THEBVBE LY I 2 b—ra UEIETTRIFIED
NEGZ S LK L CTE TV D AR R SN, WTIHOBETYH, THIFEDIEIZE
WTHRbBIEWE R I T VA ICBIT 2B ERITIFTRENENL EICEN- T
(0.5-0.9), Nqtl IZ GW & BL #BRWTHERAI/ NS o Tz (6 £721%12), £ 5 EICE
WTTZERAZ UV APIREB I T2, GBLUP Z HIWTHEE SN T REDBISR ALK 34 1TR L
77
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# 3.4 THITEDIEMNIZES L CTHIBEIC

EHiEWyIal—yaryF g

Scenario
Trait® p° (p-value) Vu/(Vu+Ve)*
Natl h?®  Epistasis
DH 12 0.7 + 0.95 (3.5x107% 1.00
CL 12 0.7 + 0.82 (1.2x 1073 1.00
PL 6 0.9 + 0.78 (1.7x107?) 0.71
PN 6 0.5 - 0.78 (1.7x107% 0.51
GL 12 0.9 - 0.67 (5.9x 1079 0.40
GW 36 0.9 - 0.93 (7.5x107% 0.82
BL 120 0.7 + 0.88(3.1x107%) 0.55
BW 12 0.9 + 0.85 (6.1x107%) 0.52
“DH (BfiH%0. CL (F#&). PL (FiK). PN (BE%). GL (kik). GW ChifE). BL (ZKE) KO

BW (K1)

PraF T AELIal— L (LT SHA8ITER k%) omEE=

CAET < FABRE

B DORURROHEEME. ARINAYI S5y

MBLUP /v 7 — U Tt LTV 5 Amat B3 a2 AV CHERL L 7= (Endelman 2011).

(Vu) &8558 (Ve) 1% GBLUP THEE L7-, BIRITHNX

83



No epistasis
Epistatic

No epistasis
Epistatic

Spearman's correlation coefficient |:|:|:|:_

314 FEHEyY oW A X (Ntrain) 78100 DI o2 bL—3 3 3 F U 4 & BEEOFER OFHIF

0103 0.5 0.7 09

6
12

Nat
T 3

120

BB D A v 7 ~ FHRAGR L, RENTHR bR S m - 72> F U 4 %279, DH (RIFEH %) . CL (7%
£). PL (F8E). PN (Fi%). GL (FiE). GW (kifE). BL (ZKE) KOBW (ZKiE),
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34 EBE
AR TIZ 9 DDT ) AT A RTFIEEZT VT HEGA 20 8 DOMHE, E-FEEO~—
R HT =P ER LIy R 2 b —va T —XICBW TR L7, GBLUP,
RKHS, & U*RForest [T —X# D 8EHD 9 HLENEiL 1, 2, 3 ODFHEIZB W TS IE
e THZR LT, FEOFHEELZLICED (0FD A l2XY) 2 SDOBE TR D
B2 TR Z STz, FWEICBW TR S IEMTH > = FiEZ WL a6 0RE & FHlE
DOFBREUT 0.47~0.87 L IEImE <. 7O THREEA RIZBWTH Y ) AT A RTPHINE
HTH 5 AN RIB S LTz, v 2 L— 3 UfERDY S GBLUP, RKHS, RForest, Lasso,
KO ENet 23& D5 E DTV A TRIZIEfER T %2 52 % Tspecialist) & L TOMAE % |
Blasso, EBlasso, MO Ave |33 U AR TLE LT IEMS 2R 2 &5 [generalist] &
L COMRZRFDZ LRI, LUF TIIARNIZE N BRI S 2B TRIFEO R E L
O H AIREFIPHIZ DWW TR D, EN B FET — Z O TRLEE S 7= TRIF O 1B =
DEZFEDBERICOWTERT D, WRICT VT HEA RCBTH7 ) LU A RPN
W T FEERICE T Dk 217 9.,

3.4.1 GBLUP

GBLUP [THEE0BUCK L TTRTOY— I —DNFE L BT 2 EHEL T D720, T8
721V . GBLUP (% Nqtl 2388 2 512> CTE < NENZS T H A EFIC & > 7=, GBLUP
F7203Y v PEYFO Ngtl AR E VS S = L—3 3 BT DEAPEILEATIIIE T b il &
ATV 5  (Daetwyler et al. 2010; Jia and Jannink 2012) , 7272 ARAFFEOFE ST Natl 2K & < T
t, Ntrain & 72 3B RAME 351220 T GBLUP OEENLPEM KL, Blasso X° EBlasso,
RForest (2255 Z & e s iz (K35), 8% 5 < REMLIZHES< GBLUP D/ T A —X
HEE LT Ntrain RBEARFE2/NE W (R) 12 EREEE 72 5 — 75, Blasso X° EBlasso Tl d
B ZBRIDAPMHEL TWDLZ ENFRREEZ BN, ZORBELITIULZE S Vo
724:F FClE GBLUP D/ X — X HeTE % A XOFFLADHTIT 5 T35 (Legarra et al.
2008; Makowsky et al. 2011) <>, XA 7 > U » VA7 (Crossa et al. 2010; Perez-Rodriguez et
al. 2012) 78 REML (Z2:-5< GBLUP X DR TH H0E LILZRV,

3.4.2 RKHS
VR 2 b= g URERIE RKHS MEIER KL O Ngtl 23 < (K&EL), =2 X U AMRER
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TOGEICARTHLZ L E2R LT, TERAZ U ANFIET D562, RKHS BSIERTEME
ZEBLBLWEFFELIVEMNTH D Z LIX RKHS O & —E L TV, 72T
X o THHER STV 5D (Gonzalez-Camacho et al. 2012), & {5273 RKHS DJENL T 5228
52 2E ML GBLUP O&%A LRk E B X bz, ©DF D REML IZHS < FEE~A X
BEELET L XD IEROBIZTHNEEZ HND, RKHS Z_A XOFHLIRT/RT A —H
#eE 94 (Gonzalez-Recio et al. 2008; de los Campos et al. 2010) , MCMC |2 & % R E D
MfES oD, BZHL< RKHS IZLVHRIZARD TH A9, RKHS 1T2T ) L~ —H—
ERHWTIELN D I —FNMATHNCEES < 72 RKHS 28 Natl 23K & WSS 1B 2 7T
Z EITEEAC B LTV RKHS B EW LD fd 2 8E L 7255 122 OENiEE ) Z &
H.BELLZDOZ L LEENRH LD EEZZ OND, DFE VRV LD WEENFIET 255,
QTL #hHIFZ L D~ — I —IZHH SN TNV RKHS OEEIZLLS A 2 ENEXBND,
— i TRV LD #ED Rkbiv, QTL FRDIELEDOR NI D~ —I —IZ LIRS v
WISE . RKHS IHEM A KD B2 BT,

3.4.3 Lasso

Lasso (% Nqtl 28/h & < | IR E < . Ntrain 28K & WIAICE L ERZS T S AN &
S7c, Lasso 1 Ly AL Z R 7 O ICAEORINORE AR D, — TV v PRI L 1
ANMEIE Z RO 72O T R T ORGSR S Z 0 IZHif S E 5B ZF>, Told FESHhE
Y Lasso I GBLUP X° RKHS &\~ 72V » VElf & RIEEOMEE 2 R > T 0 Natl 23/
SV U FTEAL L 2o T, [AEROMAITATIIE T HHE S T2 (Usai et al. 2009;
Ogutu et al. 2012) , Z OEALMEIT Natl 2303 5, F 72 13E (3RS Ntrain 23584075 & &
247, Donoho and Stodden (2006) (2 & - T Lasso (2 & 5 ZEHGEERNIX, HIZ0 TR
WEBOR k), 7t (n), BEOE (p) MORRISERITHUETHD Z LHVRS
NTW5, 2£0, ®rEX6Nnxtptt (nfp) Ob & Tk, ZHaEPUL Kk 5 n kb (kin)
DD R (BRER) AL L@ EDRIINTWD, T ORRERIT n % p s/
L BITE, BOEIVT /A ZXPRRELIRDIFERLHND, 7/ 2T A FTPRITIE, n
xbp HIdsE R 1 LV IEFITNS <, FZQTLBRIZLD IC LV ZL D~v— I —IZniEh
TWDH720 k23 Ngtl K0 REWZ A PAI4L, Lasso (2 & D ZHEERIRD 9 & < @) /e
BENZNZ ENEZLND, DT, Lasso D7 ) LT A RPN 2 i H o] fedipE
I ENRB X BT,



RN EVMTFIE L TV A 85A . Lasso 1T & A ZER0RINN 5 £ < @72 & 2va
54TV % (Buhlmann and van de Geer S 2011), Wimmer etal. (2013) 513 LD 235 < 72 %
(24T Lasso (KD AR LV NEEIZ /0D Z & 2R Lz, TDTOARMIETIE QTL
225 10 cM UL BB e~ —H — BB TRE T VX AW ORE R H 2 L2 LD EV LD Mk
LIV Ialb—ra VEERL, 22X D Lasso ICL A THRIOEMES N EHT5Z
EEWFRE LT, L LR DIEMESIZENTEAD L, D722 E B ARWUFETO nxfp b ()
100/3000) & kxfnkk (6/100 LA E, kiZ Ngtl KO REWZ ENRTREINLTZD) TiE, H
WA RAEFICIIT S LD DFR & 13 Lasso D TFHIBE IS R & IRt e 52 TW W\ 2 &R
e E T,

3.4.4 ENet
ENet DJEA7IE Lasso & FIEROMHM AR LTc, ZhuddsE b < lFEE L AHERIRO RS A
ALTVWEINETHAH, TERAZ ANRWEA, ENet (X Ntrain 23 300 £ 7213 500, i
RERHY 0.7 £721£ 0.9, Natl 28 12 D & &1 TH b EfER THIZ 52 72, 26 O, Natl
M6 TE/e< 12 THDH Z L ZBRIFIE, Lasso (2 & » Tl e 5t & LT, Zof
13 ENet O3 ] AT REHIPH S Lasso DL L DA L Ngt B RERGEICHDH T L 2R LT
W5, ENet 13 Ly XY Ly IEAIMEIEZ [ 5 RiS 728, Lasso O L ) 7 BEGRIR O a2 Fio &
[FRFC, Uy PEIEO X DI (EIRENT) BREOBREEZ 0 (2K S 5R bR
(Zou and Hastie 2005; Hastie et al. 2009) , ENet ® %"/ AU A R FHNZE T 5 Lasso (23
MR, ENet (AR L7 0 TRWEIERZFf O~ — I —%2 7L —T7 L LTGENTE 52 &,
F7oNtrain KV Z< DO~ =V —BEFRTE 52 L THA D (Zou and Hastie 2005), % #
(B9 LTI Lasso 134w KT Ntrain & [A D~ — I — L@ IRTE RN EnnEL D, L
723> T ENet Tl Lasso £ W < O~ —H —RNRINSNAHEARH Y, TIUTAFIE T
B (ERIEEH) . TIT ch#E ST 5 (Liand Sillanpaa 2012b) , = DFRF#
1% Lasso L ¥ K& 72 Nqtl 04123 % ENet O i fi rlREHIPH 2 E T D DICEE L TV 5 &
EZHND, Natl 28 36 £721% 120 @ & =X ENet X GBLUP, %V U v PRIFITH D EH A
W o7e, [FREOREFIT Wimmer et al. (2013) 2k > THHE SN TV D, T DOEITHR
(Z L AUT ENet DIEME S 13 Lasso &V v PG O FRENIALET 200, WIS b9 2 m 23
HY, MHFLVENDZ EIXEEAE R oT, BELL ZOERITYT ) 5T A4 R PRI
F1F % ENet OBV Vi I ATRERGDH 2 B L TV 5 & F 2 BT,
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3.45 RForest
RForest 03 A A BERL A 1L A= 23K < Natl & Ntrain 23/ S WA ICBIR ST, B RN
RSO RForest OEAMEIL, /A ANKERT —FITAHTHLZ ENHALNTNDS
bagging (Breiman 1996; Dietterich 2000) (2 X 5 Z & 3% 2 HiLiz, BI5# & Ntrain IZBHH 5
7. RForest O 1EfE S 13 Natl 2380192 & & HITENZBD T 2RI H > 7o, Z DRI,
K72 Ngtl &30 LD #EIZ £ 0 £ < O~ —F—BHEWVCEIZ L 9 AR E SO EE -
EOZRD | WERD ) — RIZBWT T X LIEH (v——) BIREZLTH, RER
DFRZEMOMBENR K E WD LighoToZ L2 D0 LivZy, £ 7213 Nagtl O X
L IEMES OWAIL, /— RIZBWTEIRT 5~ — 0 —% (mtry) A ARE L7/t b &5,
Ak miry IZOFROLF ) A ThY— I —5D 350 1 (910000 THEELTHWS (RS
> 77— randomForest DFLUEE) . Ntrain 23814 %1254 T RForest DIEfMES 1T EFHT5
H DD MENLIFAR T D7 23 & o 7=, ZFUiAho> GBLUP X° ENet 72 £ D [RIJF F147° RForest
£V Ntrain MO BB A RKE S ZIFTWDHZ EERLTW5, ZiE RForest B39 7 L%
T AT FLTHEET DD, T—hA T o TOWENLY T DK 63 %L A5
—EOFHIZITHN TN SRR H 5 D0h Liv7Zevy (Kohavi 1995)

RForest |Z= 2% VARERT 5 U 2B TE K NERLST B D802 &
272, RForest IZHW O ARERTIE~Y— D —ZZRIHEH L TH o Iz nE+5 2
EIND ORI RS, FHAEIEMT 5 SNPs (QTLs) Z &7 %7212 RForest %
WIS TAFZE b A S Cu D (Bureau et al. 2005; Jiang et al. 2009; Yao et al. 2013), L2»L
RForest DT "2 % 3 2 Z i+ 2R IZ 2 >OERICE VHIBE SN THA 9,10 I,
Dl LB ERAZ VRICEAD ALY — I —D 1 OPREROSEITHONGI D K 5 ITH
AIRB 7RI R A FF O Z & TH D, 2 DHIFTERAZ VRO~ — I —DFT X TN 1
ROWRERDIID ) — R T/ — RENCHWO N2 EHOEME L GRIRENSZ LT
b5, A ITRERDED) 2 A X (BRE) IZBT 2O T Breiman et al. (1984) |2
Lo THRME SN TS, %FHIE RForest DNRIERDILAROMEZ O T 72012, 4/ — K
IZBWT T A AT mtry ll~—0—%7 2 LTEIRTDHZ 64 L5 (Breiman 2001),
FROHEERZRET 27202iE mtry (323 RELSTHHERND D H DD, mtry D
INEFE AR OMBE O A 725 L bagging D% Fif 5 Z L1275, AT, IREARD
RS TDICRELSTDURENDDHIEA D, AWFETIL 2 D0 QTL OFIMAIRN R OAH A
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EHZZE LS, b Lo ERZ AR K0 MR AR O BIZER Y SL-> Tz b,
RForest (ZBAMEZ RIS R o 70t LRV,

Ntrain 23 K Z Vv & % (300 £ 72132 500) = E° R ¥ & AN(FEAET 5H ) U AT RForest
T UIE UIEHEIZENFET L (Blasso X° ENet) (2 2 m3 & o7, [REROMMITER RN
KN E O RKHS (26 B 57z, #YUERYRET /L0 RForest (RKHS) (259 2 A7
FEMA B AR AU 2 L0 EREC TRIT 5 2 & CEEp S LTz (RESRIERHED . L7223 - T,
H LD E RS AGBOEG BRI (K40 %) L0 K&<75 L, RForest (RKHS) &
BIEERE TV & DIERLIEZED 5 ATREME S & 5,

3.4.6 Blasso
Blasso (%37 U A2 5L E L2 IEfL 2 7~ L7z, Park and Casella (2008) #3 7~ L7z & 9
(Z Blasso (}UrEBlasso) (d Lasso &V v PEUFOIFEMHEF 5> Z LN TE D, EHL AT
A= 2T 5 L & BT, Blasso 13V v PlEURL D HEL BRRE (v—b—%2hH)
Z 012h| & FE D3, Lasso 23T 9 L O IZEURRE 2 58Il 0 I M9 5 2 &iE L2y, 2
DR L . BZOLLFRINMAICLY b bENEER, SO WE DA /=T A= D
70w REERIZL V. Blasso I JEmMHEICEDL S TLE L PRRERAE LI EE XD
1%, ENet & Lasso & U v PEIFOHTEM & F 2 575, ENet (3 Lasso FIARIZZEHGERIR O Fr
%% FF>7=% (Hastie etal. 2009) . Blasso & ENet DNEN O ANITE L < g -7, 5 12 [A]
QTLMAS UV —7 v a v 7 CIRME SN FWBEF AR EREEL 525 (Ngtl 23/hS W)
TEEAEF L7 —%% > hTix (Lundetal. 2009), Blasso ™ IEf# X | Lasso <> ENet % F[a]
7275 (Liand Sillanpaa 2012b) . UV v VEIF LY ETH->7- (Usaietal. 2009), AWFFED
Rab—va URERTHREBROEM A EIZE Sz, 37205, Ngtl 23 6, Ntrain 23 300 %7
1% 500, KA 0.5 LLEDOEE . Blasso X Lasso Y ENet & U v YAl o> i o IEffe X
Z s~ L7z, Li and Sillanpaa (2012b) 13X Z DJ[K % Lasso & VU v Pl & OPR TH 5 05
(2, Lasso &V EUREREZ 1/ MEE Lo W e EERL TV D,

3.4.7 EBlasso

EBlasso TlL~—H— IR DOEEWZHET T 25 2 LN TE, £D7® Blasso LV QTL

vy BEUTIZEVE L TWAD D ERE STV S (Mutshinda and Sillanpaa 2010), & X =

L — =3 ClX EBlasso 13 Blasso [FRIRIZEIZAIHE GRS Ntrain (2B & F72E L 72 TR H
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ZEE LTz, YA L7248 Y EBlasso [X Ngtl 725 6, =B A X U A2 U A2 T Blasso
L0 &ELNEN ST S DMEM DS > 72, 2D Z L% EBlasso 7% Blasso & ¥ QTL & ~—h—
OEHEY VTN ERETH2DIZMNTNDZ AL TWD EE X LiLe, L LARR
5 Natl 28 6 TEIZEIE WA X, EBlasso 13 Lasso (24 2108 H > 7=, Z D Z &1 Lasso
& bl LT EBlasso MW E 72~ — U — 3 R 2 i/ MEE T HHIAICH D Z L 2R LT\ 5D,
FW LD &84 2 L2 XY, EBlasso |2 X 5 THIIL#EEZSC Ntrain (2K <KFFT 5 X
Il o Tz, ZOMEIE Lasso & LSBTV b DD, ZORRITHER TE 2o Tz,

3.4.8 wBSR
WBSR DIAALIZ ST U Ao b F—HRICIR< . BIfERmE A rTRBdi 2 RS 2o Tz, 2
DFERITBZHL 3 DOHERIZLD EZEADBND, 1 2HEFFEEY FOKRE S (Ntrain)
D/INSNZ ETHDH, WBSR & i FiEThH S BayesA £721F BayesB [F¥ I = L— F &
N EEEE I K> THIE SN D IBEICEBW T, GBLUP 7213V v VR L 0 B CTH
5 ENHE STV S (Zhang et al. 2010; Clark et al. 2011; Sun et al. 2012; Daetwyler et al.
2013) , BayesB [T LB AIBENE(L 12 K DB O R E RIPEIZB W TH GBLUP LV AL T
D EMIME SN TS (Zhang et al. 2010; Sun et al. 2012), =4 5 D YA THFSE Tl Ntrain
(31000 LA ETH Y | AHFFED Ntrain D KME (500) £V K&V, 2O HITHE LD & T
b5, Lasso |2 &K D EEGRINFEIERIC, BayesB (& K D ZAHGEIRN G 58V LD #idEiz L HE S
., TRICXVFEFEOTRREN O EELZ T L Z EhmEIN TS (Wimmer et al.
2013), B 31L IR L7 K DI, RREMGEIC X VRIS, 0 ThRUVWIRERi>~v— T —
DEE Z 5T w fEIX, Ntrain 28 300 F721% 500, &R 0.3 LD KEWEAIC, £V LD
WEAETZLICZVE LD Lz, Z0Z 81T LD a8 tick-sT, Lod
RN = —NEORERELEF ST LZ2RLTEY, BEERNIEL @ LD
oo Z EERL TS, L LR S WBSR O IEME X |TZ4LTH Lasso X° ENet % T [a]
STHEY, BV LD HEZ TN ER TIEEWZ &bz, 3 2B OER L~ —I—%h %
DI DERINAT L EFRT DA =T A —F v RS BRREESN TV RN & TH
Do AFETIH k27U v FERICEVRE LN, viZ4ICHEHEL, itk & vaHnT
~— A=A 5 RSB OFNET HMEITESESRE LT, ~— I —2aiPl A Ee7e
KBRS OEIGIIRIMTH L7720, &2TCOTF VAT 05 ZHNE, ZOFRS wBSR
DPREENCHBEL G272 Ly, £ SP2R0p7bicflnizRiz~—T—Ho
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HEH A 2 40E LT Y (Habier etal. 2011) . Z AUSAHFZE TV = LD & 235 EMIC

TIZME L 72 o720 H LuZe\y, Gianolaetal. (2009) 23MEfd 2 X Hic, ~— I —%h
ROFRIIAAOREIT WBSR OF T WHEEIZB W TIIRET Gy, ZiUuIfc o~—7%
—NRDOGED, TeoTc 1 DOBIEE (Z2O~—T—DHR) 6 LarFEEInening
Th D, NAN—I3F A —=Z THIE SN D FRINAMADOLEIL, NAR—=3F X —H % RKF
L LTHEET 52 LT X0 & DFREIIHEFN T & 2 vl RetE 3 B ST 2 (Nadaf et al.
2012),

349 Ave
Ave ITEATFHEHOR B HEMAREH HIETHLEF 2D, EEFEBEDTH72HD 1 5D
BT, EBA LA RN—DOZEEMETH D, Krogh and Vedelsby (1995) 1% & D HUE W
& (ensemble ambiguity) |. O F W EA A L AR—DFHNER O EA K E L 72 51F EP LA
ZWNSL D Z L ER LTz, Ave |3 Daetwyler etal. (2013) (235 T % Hickey and Gorjanc
(2012) DR Fv—2 T = 2K L TRA LN TV DD R EB B RN RE R EL E
ZHEICBWCIEMI ZUET L2 LIZIE oD Lo, ZORRORKITEZ
LLEAGDHWENWEIRHHTRPSTZZ Enb LR, ZIUIEES A v — 3Gk
R&21T 5 #IEEFE T /L (BayesB, BayesC. Lasso. Bayesian stochastic search variable selection) .
KOV v VEEEZFNEFEMTHD GBLUP IZL - THD Lo TV Z LT LD, FRTA
VAV ==y 7 RBE TR, BERIRZTOMBEIFET VEA A= IMATHEND
DFETNSOPOFEMQTL 2 LIZH L LI R TPHEAZIRT Z N TREINDL 2D, &
BDOHNVENSEZHIMEEL 2 LITITRERNTEA D, ZOBEZIZESS L, EEFHEE
T FIEO TR 2 & HI71EE. £ 0 BHECIEFRMB I RSB ZR B Cx L TH R 72
DOPH LR, AIFREOY I 2 b— 3 Tl Ave IZ= B A X U ABNERT 25510
DIEN LY ERERAERPHELNTNDOT, ZORFIFELWE 914 % 5, Heslot et al.
(2012) CIXIEfE S O LiX 18 TEH 2 FBEIC LR b o7z, LA L7 H RKHS
DIEEAEDREIZBW TR bEWIEES 252 TWD Z &0 6 FEMNMBYZRNR D22
RN LR L TEY, ZOMRITEORERICKT DL IICHAZ D, Ave ZiZ LD LT
LHRETFEOT ) DUA RPN T D88 A M D 72 0I12IE, 7 A L X—DER e &
(CONWTEBLRDFENLETH S D,
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3410 ETF—F THEIN-TFRAFEMOERIDOELAATZER
FT —F O e T, TIERO IR S OZEEZ A AT ERITE A S /NI TE 72
Vo ABFETIEET =2 TOFEDIMICKR bW I a2 b—a U FEHT L
ICE D ZOBEREHER Lz, Z OHERINTEEOEE, >F VW IBEZXET 5 QTL 0%
DWRDIH, MOBEEREHEET S Z & LIRS BET 52, BmiiEEOHEE I — I
N#EETH V., Agarwala et al. (2013) DR RET D K O IZIEFIZEZE DY o T NED
TL 72D, AL TIET > T VERIR LI TN 72, JRWFIFADO ) U A2 TH
BREOAET < AHBERENABIZ SN (K3.14), A C2MHEOEEE, bbb
WS T U A TOREBEINIEROBIRER L, FET —F O DHEEDN B B IR
DBEER, O TOREZLPWVBEENFFIC GL & BW TEIZ Iz, ZONWEET SR N
HIRFE - INROERDIEBWIZHERT L THAH M, bz Ialb—ra
R T HEE D AN SICHER LI EEZ LD, THICHLEDL T, < DOFE
BTET—Z LZNICFERIBMIZB N TR bITW ST U F L TIEEWAE T ~ UAHBER
BRI, vIalb—va VEFICET —ZIZBT 2 FIEMOE#S OEZAETEE
KAZENTWEZ LRSIz, AR STZBED 5> 5, DHIZHOWTE I E TES
FIZ QTL fRHT AT o4, A AKFGA REMICB W THEEAZHIE L T\ 5 EE & D 2A
NEE L M En b, REMREMLTE L THIL (Yano et al. 1997; Yano et al. 2000) .
Hd6 (Takahashi et al. 2001) . Hd16 (Matsubara et al. 2008) . Hd17 (Matsubara et al. 2008) ., Ghd7
(Xue et al. 2008) 72 ENZEIF HND, ZHHOBIGTZ2ETHKHDEOR Yy hT—71C
LD HFERHE SN THhD Z ERH LI TETEY (Izawa 2007; Tsuji et al. 2011) .
TAUE Ngtl 2312 7L O AKX U ADEE ERE LT AFEEORER (F34) L
MR—ET 5, LrL—FHT, 6 FMGFHI 47z DH OFERFEAHBIREIL ) 0.98 LT
ol e HBRETHE, L34 TRTLIICAEIRE SN (RFED) BIZZR 0.7 1T/
EINTNDHEZEZ LD,

ZOEBRIZBEAL T, EEF—F L ZNICIAMICB W TR bIITW T U ART, 25K
TIEBVWABIZE SNz, 1 DHIZIDH & CL CBIZINT-EESThHSD, DH XTCL OIE
e X1X 060 (WBSR IZL D CLOTH) 75 0.87 (RForest (25 2% DH O TFH)) 12> TV
7=, — TR bLIEN-S - U A TiE 043 (WBSR) A5 051 (RForest) & IEffE S A3
THE E BEOERTFREEOET Y VHBETHI O TV Eb 6T, FETF—F L)
RO Tz, ZORRITFIEMONEAIC L 52 TICERS (V7 Y AHBERED 12
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WL B ZERNEEL, TR I 2L — g U TEESN TN AR LT
WDHDME Livzely, 2 DHIZGL & BL OZFNE s bW T U A 2B 5 Natl 28 12
£ 120 LIHFHFICREWVWZ L TH D, ZOMPENELS R LEEIELZZITTWD L i
Z AT EREBRUER O © T Y CAHBRENE 087 LEmdoTo, LnLRn b, HIE
FRZETR CIFBIRMEDEHRE N GL ORBAUEICHEL 5 X CWDHARE LB bive, £ D
RAT GLIZx T 5 FRIOIEME S 23 BL XKV IRWMEM RN H -7 2 & EF—F TR bW
FTUHIE GL IZBWTAE T ~ UHMHEBRE R bIRN-72 2 &0 £ L THBmH#HEEIC &
DIFONTRFZOBMLEN GL THRLEN-TZ ETH D,

3411 TIVTHIEA RICBIT D TRIFHEORERR

TEAZVAMEMT S Z R TRINDE AL, RKHS £7213 RForest 23RS L%, =
S W FIEIIAR A 2208 FTRERIH 2R L WAV D 2 DR A FF o, T AL VAN
HEWGA 13 GBLUP %7213 Blasso 23 ELE =415, Lasso X° ENet [ H Al REfipH B < . 4
% Ntrain 233EFIC R Z < R DRV R Y ZEHMEIZIERWTH A 9, Blasso X% OEFRMED b ik
JIHI T 203 RN & W D BLED B ITEERFE L T 5 HIEPEND Th A 9, FFiT,
FEOBPUL Ntrain RBEFEDN/NZ W (KVY) & EITTEEMELZ T Z L ICHET o0
N5, RKHS @ X 9 78 77— Va7 T35S RForest X° Ave D X 9 A2 1345 % S B I
WRTHRMEH D EZ X LD,

35 HE
7 BUA RPANIRBERL O 72 UIEKkZ rJRE & T DB 2 B FIETH 208,
ZNETT UTHREA RCBWTEOF AMEIIHEES LTV, & 2 CTARIFIETIET ¥
THEEA XD 8 DDREEEIZHOWNWT 9 ODF ) AUA RTHIFERZ R L, £7-ERE
DBIETIT =2 D OER LY R 2 b—va T —XIZBW T L AT 57, AHF%E
OBRINTT T FHEEA RO SFEEMICB W T2 TR FEEREL L L v IaL—v
97T —F THET 22 & THEFEOEM TR ARR L, ETF—F TN
MFEMOELZEVTEBRNEZRKLZ ETHL, ETF—ZITBVWTULIT UV HX LT+ VAR
(RForest) 7% 3 DOJEHE T b IEMEZL Tl Z 7~ L. reproducing kernel Hilbert space [F]/f
(RKHS) & &FED VY (Ave) 78 2JEE T, Genomic BLUP (GBLUP) 78 1JPHEIZHEW
TibIERRTHZIT o7, FIPEIZBW TR IEETH > T-FiEZ AW GG ORI
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& THMEDHBIRENE 0.47~0.87 LHFRELLETH Y, 7VTHEGA RXITBNTH T/ A
JA RPRINEHTH D AREMEN R ST, 2 = L—3 3 2BV T Bayesian lasso,
Extended Bayesian lasso 2 TN Ave 23 x 723 I 2 L—3 3 o U A I D Z0E LT 1B S
%59 —J7. GBLUP, RKHS, Lasso. Elastic net, RForest | %% 412 #LIE A 0> FH #iPH 4 7~
L 7=, weighted Bayesian Shrinkage Regression |ZRAfE 7 H &L 2 /R S 72 dvo 7z, FIEDIE
MESDONRMIIZEH T 5 EET =X OEBEICEBN T, BIE I FERONAAIZIEF ST
WU a2b—va v UARFELTWE, ZOZEEFARIYIa L —va BT
EBE LA, QTL 0%k, EER, “EAX VAOFE, =8y bWV A XNFEMO
FEFHTERE SITERVVE B Z 5. 2 Tz A[BEMEZ R L T D,
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4 BERMBICBITBYT ) 2VA FFPHIERMEORIER YT J AL
ME R HIZES < BREM TR FEICET 25 /RGE

4.1 FEEm
REMEITAARABEAFOAEHALETH Y, MOIIMHESCE ZIBHIEE ICR SN D BOAE
THHID (R 1978), IEFIXENLE T TREM THLHENEE - TR Y, BEMFED
EFENBARO FHEHGHEE L L THRELTW ZEREEND, TOEDIZITHESH
B, HDWIEEEE LR & Ok RIBEICE T 2k 2 BN R RN EE L D, i
ETT /Iy sV va rOFREER. SARZA RV — U — 7 EOIHAFET T
72 < WHFEIZIB W T HIERICHZE ST E TER Y (Garrick 2011; Saatchi et al. 2011; Mujibi et
al. 2011) . BEMFEICIHNTH T LEREFIH LI BEREFIEOWIEN, S E R & FEYD D
A R ONERRR 725 NI EOT-DIC b B TH L b DO, FERIZT /) LT A4 RTHIO
A RPEERRGE L2 S 3R e 0,

FIETHRRZEHC,. 7V /Iy 787 v a3 FOER 0 77 5L ED
EOICHBAEDLEDLNEVIRENRD L, BRFRTTTIZT /Iy 7 v L7 v a UFIH
ENTVWDBHRILAL A FETIE, 6D BLUP EE Y ) I v 7L v a & T LTH
WTUW 5 (Hayesetal. 2009), 9725 BLUP EIC L W SO BREMAHET L, = OHEE
BREAMNS T ) LT A R~ —A— DR EHE Lotk A OB VIR 2 T LiE
b, DF D BLUP JEITRET 27D IR FEHOBEREMAZHEET H27-DICHN S
NTWb, ZoHFRTBIATO BLUP EZFIH LI BREMPEE HIEE2 AT T 20N &
WORRO—T, BEREBENEA L Z L, Bkshvize (DX Vo) FEFo
BREMN S~ — IR FETH LI LA TAREL D L, BLUP &S/ A
T A RPRZEBNAT S e DIERBROAREERSH DL LR EORRbH D, EH 3=
THOLLRE DI THOE#SIIFEEE Y FOV A XCKRELIKGET L7120, ZOFIET
1% BLUP ¥ BHERE L7 G O m W B 2 Fp oM RN S B ET D0 ERH D, L
U6 BEMEIIRNVZZ A 2 X0 ERRIDIEF IS/ S W@ ME I O B HE 4
FpOREMES B, 202 LI R BUR TERBEL RV A2 A D XS pinfE L
TR L FRFENBEMREICLIETHDH Z L A2REL TV,
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—FTBLUPEL Y ) 2T A RTPHIZMHASDOETZTFELIREIN TV 5 (Legarra
et al. 2009; Aguilar et al. 2010; Christensen and Lund 2010; Garrick et al. 2014; Liu et al. 2014;
Fernando et al. 2014), Z U5 O FIEIIHEE O 2 MixERICE X N b, Zhii~—F—
BETHOERLMZDZETAYTIT TV T HEBETEDFIEL o TN D,
Single-step genomic BLUP (ssGBLUP) [T i i #t\Z IS\ 7= Bl D 7y #e L #A 780 (4
FIMLEREREATHI, —fRIC AITHIEMEEN D) 120 7/ DU A F~—h =0 LHEE L7257
WRHATH (7 LBIRITHIE 21X GAT5) BT ALY HATHIAER L, £hvae AT
FNORDOVITHND Z & THEREAZH#EET S (Legarra et al. 2009, Aguilar et al. 2010), Z @
FEIFBEROBFE XA RELSELTTHZ 2 LILYT ) AERETEATE 5 L0 FLED
fin, (1) BEMOEMEEROLNLFEHTLHZLICLVELLZ NS T RAEFERTEHZ &,

(2) 7/ MMEBRTMAERISBEMENDLETHNONL DT, v— I —BIn A fFo
TERDNV DR DHE TS MG W2 I EES S FRNCHANERE S 38D L7anZ & KO (3)
MARIEHRZ T O FRMMEZHE L., £ 20T 556 LV FEROBRIDLRN &
DHIFFSND, MEERPOBFREMEMEELZ NI BITET L, EVWIEBDAT
T EBERNTZDIC T NAT y EETNLT AT v RIS,

SSGBLUP [ZOWTIFEMH LEZE OO R THMETRWZ ERHH, L DITA LG
ITHNRIRG T DBRDOEIG (RENTA—F) T, TR TRHIOERS SR ICEEL
KIET 2 e ST d (Aguilar et al. 2010), 2 -2 HIZZh=AIZ T O EfE S &) B S
LI, EOXIRAERELRBINNICY = ) 2 A 7352 EBED, DF D IER
M=) A TDOFETHD,3 DB IE~— I —Ea TR &R 2 WEE~OTFHIRES
B ETH, WO RTHDL, ZNOOREYMEIZT L Lk, SBBEMFEDOS /L
Bfi% ssGBLUP IZHSE T TV L CEHELZRL7EAH S, Flo—D2HM ssGBLUP OF
BRI CH O K. 2 LR 3 SHOMEIT T AR T v FIEIHEOE &5 2
S, A% ssSGBLUP IR > VIV AT o THRICE D 7 ) AU A R P lE4T ) ETHHE
LR L2 01GD,

AR TIIREBNFEICK T L7 ) 20U A FPHIOGHMEZREEL, £/23 7R
Ty TECLDLT ) L UA RPHOREBEEEFRT 572012, BEMEEMICE W T
sSGBLUP & BLUP O FHIRE/) D & 1T o7z, TWE & L CIINEN LR AWE Th 5 Beef
marbling score (BMS). B E R (CW). =— 2Rk (REA) A#xfgd L=,
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42 H#EtEFE
421 RBEBITEH
—AEREANF SR R FEM (LIAY) 2MTo TV A BIREFRHEIZB VT, ZHILET 616
SHOFEMEAF D3 ek S iz, FEIEZRE DAL 1980 4E00 5 2008 - TH - 70, “AMEICE D
% 17,347 EHOEEHIZB % BMS, CW, REA OFHAUE T AGSAEE A B AR B
2 (IMGA) [ZXVEHIlESHL, LIA) K0 FREHE & bICARgEICRtS Tz, ZhbIE
BHAOEEFAIL 2006 41 A0S 2013445 A Th-o7e, ZHUDDOEEHILAF 466 5HD
FEHEFEDOETTHY ., £DHH 240 E2Y LIAI O, 7Y 226 A LIA) DIAMZ L0 @Rk S
TREMELECTdh o 72, LIA) OF% D OFEKEL 376 BH (616—240) (C2OW\W T HEDRE D FRIVE
FLERIAE S LTV, 26 OFEERIT N < BUE & 1T R 2 2 FIETIHMES LTV izzd
ARAFFED BT LTz, 2 D12 T, IR EER G FEE % — (YPARC) 75 3,089
BHDOEE A4 ORBIFE K OFRE R bR A 21T 72, YPARC OEE 4L T LIAJ flff
4 (84 HH) DPFETToh o7, R 240 ED LIA) filfEF L OBEBE LR & AFF 274 88
O LIA) FEIEAE N R BAGSR A RO T A/ Lz, Zhb 20T — 2ty M bIEES
20,436 (17,347+3,089) HHDRBAUFLER M ONF ARG A HV T2,

ssGBLUP & BLUP & THIRE bl D 7= 12, KRBV GLERZ LIA) R O %IV E
Rz E D 220123 L7 (K41A), 1 2HDE v & (Datal) 1% 2011 4FRi1H & TITHRE
- FEMEE (REREAERE B, X 4.1A) 196 BHOZARE L 12,064 BE LD, ZOEESF
IZIZYPARC Db Db EEND, 2 2HDE > ~ (Data 1) 1% 2011 FHILIBEIZRIE S
TAEIEA (FEMEZFRE C) 78 BHOBNIEE L 8,372 B Dk D, FEMEZFRE A (342 5H) (1Z#41X
ZFFI 7V, FEMEERE B 13X Data | O NNIZ&ANE A 225, FEMEARE C 13 Data | 121340
ZFi7-7 Data Il DIZFFD, AHRD K 5 ICFEMES 616 BHIT 2T~ — U —BIn A FFo,
JEE4D 55, Datal 25 15 YPARC OIEE4H 952 56 (JEFE4#ED) & Datall & F
N DFEHEATE C ORMANEE S 370 81 (IBEFHE E) OAF 1,322 Bl DWW TII#ERD X 5
IZ~— I —B RGN, BRI = ) 2 A B TRREED T2 912, ssGBLUP (ZH W
LHv——BETFHOty FEMA4IB DL D28l A, ENEIUITEBWTIEEHE
DOREFUEZ TR L7 (REAUE TR, #iB), ity b7 RO8IX TS LD IEE
E O~—h—BEFHEHVROVEETH LD, ZORGETI~Y— I —BE 2R 72
MR % ssGBLUP O THIRE /134T & 3fia TV 5,
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A) Data I Data IT B) Genotype set
Set A BCDE
Bulls Bulls A (342) Bulls B (196) Bulls C (78) 1+ + + + +
2 + + + +
Beef cattle . Progenies of B, C 3+ o+ + 4
for progeny P:}(;gegu—ﬁ; OfSBg;?d and other bulls 4 + + + +
tests No progeny other bulls (8,97>) (8.372) | / | 5 + +
data _ / 6 + + + +

Commercial Progenies of B (3,089)[ | Animals E . 7 4 o444

beef cattle Animals D (952) | (370, progemies of C) 8 + +  +

41 (A AR THNZT — & OfIE, 7 — 2 13RS OB ABERINC L v 2 2124FI L7z (Data
L L), BEROR Y 7 AFENEN~—H — R TR AR R OER, ROFSEkZ RS, Ry
ARNOETIIERE E £, FERERL3 7 v—71CnE Uiz, MEAREA (BullsA) X4 EIAWET —
HIZBWTRBB SR A R OB EA L2V, FEEAEE B (Bulls B) 1% Data | LY I W 4L b REA
Al A FFOBMRA AT 5, FELEAFHE C (Bulls C) 13RIV FER A F7-O% 0% Data Il lZ1345 7 %7 Data
A L2V, FHEO TRIGENIIFELE R C OBEHAM & NIEFFHEE (Animals E) DOFRBUVELE A Data |
IZEENLRBVAGGERZ AW TTT 22 & TR L7z, (B) HATHIZAERT 2 72O W 2B a5
Ty, ADD EFREBEFEADDIREFRE ETOZL—TIZRHE L, EO T NV—T O~ —h—i&ix
TR RWTHATH R LTe o E +3E 5 TR LTV D,
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422 ~—h—8EFHE

LIAJ FEIEA 616 BHD © 532 e TN 584 BHILZ #1411 lllumina BovineSNP50 beadchip version 1
KOv2 (llumina Inc.) %AW T LIAJ Z&EERBIFHNIIEANIC LD V= /7 2 A B 7 STz,
Ml D a—L LA ME 098 LLETH 72, WREAK EO~—I—%, 23— 1A (0.9
PLb), ~AF—7 U VHEE (001 LLE), RON—F 1 « UA YL TS D T A Fefn
EPE (001 LLE) ITEVE®EEL, 38,755 v— W —IIBIF 8B EE-, EEED—
51 Mumina BovineLD beadchip T LIAJ F& W B EAMFZEFTIC LD = V2 A B 7S
72 ZOF v TIEB0K F v 7 ED 6,412 v — T —%ETe, 23—/ LA b 0.9 L EDOEEFIC
SN, D~ —h —EizFHE Y 77 L AL LT Beagle (Browning and Browning
2009) THHSEL. 38,755 v — W —DBEFH AT, DO BLRXH L DHTRA T IIVEIE
BROMERZITV, ZHUCHED RV~ — 1 —% 100 PLERF SR Z BR T2, BRIz 1,576
HOEFFICONTOY =T —Biz A EONZ, 2055 952 SHITLHEF#E D, 370
FUIIIEEAREE TH Y, 780 @ 254 BHIX YPARC b itft Sz IBEFTH 7= b DD,
FRBUUGLER DGR3 D FEL T - S o T eI~ — I — B RO AEH Sz,

423 TFRIFE
sSGBLUP LIz IE MIZ KV E 3 S L2 ERM O BRITAH (O F iR EBAT5. A1T81) &
7 RUA Rig~w——BETRICLVERIND T 7 LERITH] (G 1758]) 2 RAD X
NG LIz HITH & BREMO SIS HATHIE LTHW D,
H-1=A-1+O ° 4 (4.1)
0 T((ZG+ﬂA22) —ZD'A;;
22T o0, a0 BT ATTHIE GATHIDREEIGEZIRET DIRENTA—ZTHY | Ap
X ATTHID 5 b~ — —BIRFRRG BV EIRE O ATTHIOEFZ RS, ZOXTLT
DX oz TENNS (Aguilar et al. 2010), £ ~— I —EEFHDE LIV TR WELKR
OEFEAZ ur, BFON TV LEEROERMZ U, &5, IHIZv—h—B1ETEIELR
TWZRWMERRE D53 F MEAREATH & An. ~— 0 —BIG FRRHE LA TORWER E /55
NWTWDERHOITHE A &5, U & up, DRI I
p(u, uy)=p(ulu,)p(u,)
o exp[—%(ul —-ALA U, )T A (u, - Alezzluz)} exp{—% u;Azzluz}
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Lieh, ZZTALTATTHIONLTE] (AT O Ap SIS T 20 E2ER T, 22 Tu 05
B HATY % GATHITE XA D &

1 AT L, _ 1 _
eXp[_E(ul _Alezéuz) All(ul _Alezguz)}EXp[_Eu;G 1U2}
Al ~ALALA,,
=exp {—l[ul, uz]{ N Lz l}[ul, uz]}
2 _A22A21A11 G+ A22A21A11A12A22
A!
=exp{—= " [u, u,]
Azz + Arzz

D, OFED u & up OGBS BATHIO AT

a0 0
0 G!'-A}

TEINDZ LIThD, X4l TEINCADORANRTA—ZEMZTND, 1 & oLk
BRED AT GATHIOEAAZRT, o & BIX GATHINIEFERATINC DD EFH< HIY
T AR THIE A SN D & & DFRIREZ %2 KT, BLUP OBEIE A 17514 B D5y
B EATA L LTHW S (Henderson 1984) , BLUP K UF ssGBLUP & &1 A 1T4IIFRIIAY
EEIT~— T —BaFREFFOEEN S 5 A0 1ERk L7z, H1THIDOFHRE L preGSFI0
7'vm 77 A (Aguilar et al. 2010; Aguilar et al. 2011) % FH 7=,

G 17411 VanRaden (2008) CHE SN TW5 1 FH DO FEEZHWTERK Lz, ZDOF
ECITEMER. SDF 0 BEDEE DATOEELRENMRE TE H2ERHICBIT 2 ~—T—7
UNBHENGE L IR DR, ZHUIRAOE TH L5720, BUUEOERIZIIT 57 V VHE %
MWz, AITHIO EEERIT M Z ALl Bl D Z & 23 TE RWEROER & ARET 575,
ZOFHETRD T GIATHDOEBER L, LT Lb ATTHIO LD L IT—FH L72Ww, HITH %
MRVt SN IR L CEESBCHETEMOMmY NEX D52 ENMHNTEY,
ZDMRIAEL LT GATHNE ApATHID R4 K ORI A EEZR DO SEIE 2 G ot 2 T EDN R
SN TUWAH72% (Chenetal. 2011; Forni et al. 2011; Vitezica et al. 2011) . AT H ZIUITHE
ST, a & BITFENEI 095 & 0.05 ICHELT, 1 & olXFUMEEHWT, 1, 0.75, 0.5,
0.25. 0.1 D5 S>DfEZEF LT,

sSGBLUP D Ltig ik & LT BLUP & f iz, ZAULARE BLUP (2 & % HEE & Al 4
EBV (estimated breeding value) . ssGBLUP |Z L 5 #£EfH % GEBV (genomic estimated breeding
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value) & L CXHBIIT 5,

424 BEEREET IV
LUTF ORIGIREET V& FV =,
Yo =S, +YM, + F +uy, +at, +a tifkl +8y
Z 2T Vi BB ijkl ORBAGLEL, SiIX i HFHOMEOE (11X 1 720122, YMjIE ]
ZHOELESEFABOGE GIX171564), RAIkEBEHOEZOE (kixl»b 118). Ui
IBEFAM, tjg 1 ZIEEA ijkl O AR ZE, a KO ap 1ZEIRIREL, eju 1TFEZETH D, b
DB Ui & ejja UIIMIRERR & LT, uj 1ZEEDRE L7Z, uju 1 ssGBLUP D5

BIEMVN(0, Ho?). BLUP ODHBATIMYN(0, Ac? )1 d LAEE Lz, Z 2 Tol 1A
HIEIR WA T el IN(0, ol )ICHED & LTz, of HRAENHTH Y | WEOMEFIT

2)(67+62) ¥ LTHE S B, BMS 1200 THTFARMAIZ 30T A IR0 —hof7i 72

WETILTIRWY AIC SN2 (EERIERE) . “RIAEZRWEZET V2 W,
sSGBLUP & BLUP & b 1C, R A, Z&ZFR., L OV #E Sy (o & o?) OHEEIT airemIfo0
7'vu 77 . (Misztal etal. 2002) # AV, REML /£ TiTo 7=,

425 THIRES DB - M

AW CIFIEE 4R BAUE O T3 & OFf A B O T O 5 & a7, IBE4
FKERUEOTHITIX, £ TERBAGEREZ AV TR REHE L, IBEHFRE E ORHA
FLERD O RGN R Z BRIt Z O IER A R BIFLEkZ Data | DFLERD B0 5 Tl L7z,
ERBIMFGED D ORI R OHEE T, BLUP U ssGBLUP WL CTH AIRETZS, D 1

(0) ETH->TH ssGBLUP 7 LHERE L 7o R 1T, BLUP IC K 52N & IRIEFE L1 -

Telo (FERAWM) . BLUP TOHEEMEIZ L W HIEZ T o7z, IRG/RXTA—% (1) O
BIRY = ) AT ORGE, MO~ — I —8Ba TR E2 R 72 W ERICRH 2 THRIBE O
MREEIL, Z O IEF R ETUEO T 28 CTIT > 7,

R B RGO THNE, £ aRBAGH (Data 1+11) 2 HWTHEBEFRE C OF
2 HEE L, EOHEEFHAMA Data | ORBUAFEOAZHNTCTHILTZ, ZDO%HE.

FRIEARE C OB REMOHEEICFN 6 O%MAEE: (IEE4RE E) Z2H0ninizdic, #Ro
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PRV WMERIFRE S O BN TR 24 2 L3 TE 5, 2720, TS & 72 b etk
LOWEEMML O ETHEMTHY . EOFREMTITLWRICEENLETH DL,
KEARRE C I3 216 (+4.8) BHOBRRILE 2 A Lz, BRBVAGLED O OB OHEE
1% BLUP K& T ssGBLUP W9 4L THATVY, FIRIME LM T 1E O HEEE & bl L7z,

TRRESOREIL TRIEREME | MEFAHRBAE (RBAUETR) Fo3HEs
AN (M-SR TE) o T Y o HBEREE V-

43 FER

431 SRS DHEE

ARBMFFE (Data | LTV 225, BLUP KT ssGBLUP Z W THEE L 72 BB/ HUk OY
P A3 5.1 IR LTz, sSGBLUP oW Cld~—h—#Eia ity b 1 ZH0, &1
(o) f& (1, 0.75, 0.5, 0.25, 0.1) D% & THEE L7k HEE il 2~ L7z,
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F 41 2T — X OHEE LT AMAEES ] (Vu) RO (Ve) @

BMS® cw? REA®
Method °
Vu Ve h2d Vu Ve h? Vu Ve h?
BLUP - 291 147 0.66 1273.4 1007.3 0.56 30.87 4059 0.43
ssGBLUP 1.0 245 1.78 0.58 1279.6 1000.4 0.56 29.46 4144 0.42
0.75 284 154 0.65 1458.7 889.6 0.62 34.49 39.32 047

0.5 3.07 139 0.69 1519.5 8523 0.64 36.05 37.36 0.49

0.25

w
[EEN
o

131 0.71 1481.6 875.7 0.63 35.37 37.77 0.48

0.1

w
[EEN
o

135 0.70 1387.7 934.6 0.60 33.41 3899 0.46

?ssGBLUP T Filt v b 1 Ve, IbmWHEEMRIZ PR TR LT,
"G L ATTHIDRAEIES

°BMS (beef marbling score) . CW (f{AE &), REA (72— A HH)
peFOBER RINBIE S 8 & FNAEAR /5 & 725 i O CFl - 72 E)

103



432 RBAUETH
JEE 4R E ORBAUEIZEF2T — 225 BLUP % W THEE L 72 R B CHE L 7=,
INBHIE L2 IEEARE E O R BN %2 Data | ORI FLEL) 5 BLUP J (¥ ssGBLUP % H
WTTHILZE (£4.2), ~—F—8xAEy ME1ZHW, 1 (o) 125 2DfE (1, 0.75,
0.5, 0.25, 0.1) ##& L7, &b EMZ2THILBMS Tldt2305 D& %, CW & REA Tl
MW1DEXELNE (FF1 039, 044, 042), WTHOFETH, £TO tfHIZEBW
T ssGBLUP T BLUP X Y mWVIERE E 235 HAv7z,

WIZ tfE% BMS IZ8VWTIL 05, CW & REAIZBWTIZ10 &£ L, 1St D~—h
—#E Ay P EAWCERIEE TR Z{To72 (F43), By b2 (FEEARE A OEKR
FHRPHNLATWRW) KOt v b 4 (FEREFRE C 0B RN RW) Tidky M1 &
FEREORERNBGEONT, O ENnLRBEARE A (DOF ) RBBFERE FFOBAN W
IRVFERER) . R OFEIEARE C (THRISNTEIEE4DOR) O~ —h—Ba FHE#HO THIC
ST DEBEN NS N ERRBENTz, IBEFREE D (RBBGE&R L ~— I — B x5
HERFOIRES) O~—I—BEFRERWEZES (B b 6), THIOIEH S Xt
DBETRERWZSE (By 85) KD L, TRIShZEES (IRE4HEE) OF
BFRZRWSGS (By 7)) ERESIIED L7eAZEN T8 BLUP LV 1T < | ssGBLUP
(ZE D THIR~— T — B FRZ R RWVERICH L TEERITH D Z LRI,
LU, SoIZHERRE C (THISNTZEFEFOR) OB TFREZERS &, BLUP
SREFRBREDOIEM S L 7ro Tz,
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F 42 Ripd G & AITHIORAEIG MO E6 ORBVETH °

Method P BMS® CW°®  REA°
BLUP = 029 027 030
ssGBLUP 1.00 0.38 044 042
075 038 042 041

050 0.39 040  0.40

025 037 035  0.37

010 034 030 0.34

& T — a0 BLUP THEE L= RS R CHIE LT- BB 4RE E OFHA % Data | 125 £ 5 HEAE
S FHIL7=, ssGBLUP Tl fa+Mt v b1 2V, &bEWHEREII TR TR LT,

bG L ATTHIDRAEES

°BMS (beef marbling score) . CW (f{AE &), REA (72— A HH)
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K43 R8I Yy MRV ORIVLE T °

Method Set* BMS! cw? REA®

BLUP® - 0.29 0.27 0.30
ssGBLUP 1° 0.39 0.44 0.42
2 0.39 0.44 0.41

3 0.37 0.41 0.39

4 0.39 0.44 0.42

5 0.37 0.40 0.38

6 0.35 0.36 0.38

7 0.30 0.33 0.41

8 0.29 0.26 0.30

2T — 45 BLUP THEE L 72 REES R Ol E L7 IBE4-HE E ORI Data | ICF £ 5 RBAL
g6 FHRIL 72, ssGBLUP (235172 G & ATTAIDIREEIA (1) 1 BMS TiX 0.5, CW & REA Ti 1.0
& L7, b mWHHBIREIT TR TR LT,

" HATHIVER I AV BE T RE > b

¢ K42 OEEFRH

YBMS (beef marbling score) . CW (F{PIEEH). REA (17— X EHifE)
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433 BREMTHA

£ PRI A H\ T BLUP KO8 ssGBLUP (2 L v FlMEFRE C O E AN 2 #EE LT,
sSGBLUP @ 1 fElZ BMS IZ 2\ TiX 05, CW & REAIZOWTIX L & Lz, ~—h—&BT
ity F1aMWe, 202 EOHERMHM (EBV & GEBV) % Data | OB
D% FAVT BLUP & X ssGBLUP TFilll L7z, ssGBLUP TFll L7ZFED t & N~—
—BETAE Y ME, BREMEEREFECLOERAWE, b 2 FEOHERHEME 2
FEEOTPRTFIEICLD 4B O EIT-72(F4.4), 0% Y EBV % BLUP % 721X ssGBLUP
TTHT 254 L. GEBV % BLUP £721d ssGBLUP TTHIT 5545 TH5H, CW & REA
[ZDWTIL ssGBLUP 1%, &6 6 0HEEFHEAMIZIH VTS BLUP L0 mWIERE S 2o LTz,
—J5 T BMS {2 DWW Tl ssGBLUP (X GEBV I DWW T D7 BLUP L W @ W ERES 205 L=,
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7 4.4 BREM TR OEMS®

Prediction BMS" cw® REA"
Method EBV  GEBV® EBV  GEBV* EBV  GEBV*
BLUP 0.58 0.60 0.75 0.75 0.62 0.61
ssGBLUP? 057 0.63 0.81 0.84 0.71 0.79
Cor.® 0.99 0.99 0.98

8T — 2 D TTHERE Lo FEREARE C OBl 4 Data | I3 £ 2 REUGERNO TRILTZ, &b
VVHBIFRE L TR TR LT,

®BMS (beef marbling score) ., CW (f¢if &), REA (m— A X

9 ssGBLUP 12815 G & ATTHIDIEAEIA (1) 1XBMS TI3 05, CW & REA TIX 1.0 & L7, #f5
Ty MI 1 EHW,

¢ Tl o FREE (FEREARE C) 12381F 5 EBV & GEBV OB 7 Y U HHBIfR L
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434 BInHIH#E

4.2 12 1990 “ELIREIZ A E 7= 595 HHOD LIA) FifEA-E R (EBV) DEixiyEash %2 Xor
L7 FHLURNCAEENTFED O 21 BHICHOW T, MEAE LAICIZEENE S Tho -7~
DENSERN LT, BREMOENMNIL BMS & REA THHETH 7=, CW TR
Moo, ZTOZ EiE, CW NZOBRRMEFREICBWTEHEHR I N TV RN Z L AR
LTS, &9 O EHOHERMEAIL BMS 1231 2 B O 48, 2% L o
FEEID/NSWZ ENRFEF N5, ZbOfAIX GEBV TH#lE s FERIEEHED .
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4.2 FEHEEE AN OB, &7 — & 725 ssGBLUP THERE L 7= GEBV & A4EIC » TR L7z,
BtlZ BMS (Beaf marbling score) , H1BtIL CW (B ER) . FE:HE REA (m— AR, G & AT
DIREEIEG (1) 1TBMS T05, TS TL10 & L, Bis Aty NIl EZHvz, GEBV ITIEHE(R
ZTCA—Y 7 UCERFY) () 20 & LTRLE, BRITTRISN RS C 2RI, 2R

X R B3%% Tsmooth.spline] THiv 7=,
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4.4 BE

7 DAE AR L7z ssGBLUP 1IHER DR D A2 E-S< BLUP LV, BMS O F ¥
W 1 HEREEMERTHE S5 2, BEMEERICK T 5E0FREN RSB I, i
27 ) L0 A RYRIOFAEZBRERREICBWTHER LIZRYORETH D, AFETIHE
sSGBLUP @ BLUP |Z%} 3 A BN MEZRRGET A Z L # HIUE Lo, RV AHX A U FETHEA
ENTWD THEIFE (BLUP IZ LV 38 v N OFHREMMEE 2 ITWVZEHICHE-S % GBLUP IZ
LD TR EEITT D TR L0ThoBn L REMEERICHH TH 2o T,
FEBFEOSMMAH D, Z D BLUP & GBLUP ZOFH L= FiEIFdb kDR 2 Z A 4EM]
TlX ssGBLUP & IEIERZED FRIGES) 27~ LT\ D 6 D@ (Aguilar et al. 2010) . Z 11 6,000
JALL EofEMEA O BREAG 2 HFEE LR TH D, S~ —F —#in 8% o BB
FEIEA 616 BHD O b, REGGRA G T H2HRNREFFO, DEVEHEND IBRESVEE
M3 G HAVD ATREMED & 2 DITFEIEFHE B KON C @ 274 BHTH Y, ZOTF —ZHHET
ssGBLUP & [RIFRE O IEME S TTRIAIREZR DT, ABKAEL CW K BER S D, 7272 LIK

TRIGESI DMEIERIZETH - 725E . ssGBLUP ([ZIZFHID A 7 A0tk T35 (BLUP)

MHEDBITORG S EWSTRERNH D EEZBND,

BLUP F 7213 ssGBLUP % AW/ B OHEEMIX 3 IWEWTIIZOWVWTEH, i
FTHE STV D BLUP & W= HEEfE & [RIFEE T - 7=, #il 21X BMS Tix 0.64 (Inoue
etal. 2011) %7213 0.51 (Nogi et al. 2011), CW Ti% 0.43 (Arakawa et al. 2009) F 7213 0.61

(Nogi etal. 2011) ., REA TiZ 0.52 (Arakawa et al. 2009) &#&5 LTV, AWFZEICE D
TiX BMS Oz n kb E< (058 205 0.71), REA T bk - 72 (0.42 725 0.49),
BEEREWVIZEEMRICTRITE 2 2 LM S0, WTINLOMGEAE (REUET
W& OVE R TR K OV (BLUP & ssGBLUP) % HW Tt BMS IZEBIT 2 IEME S 3 b
K<, CW 23 b & VMEIANC 3 - 72, BMS I8 IRV IERE S O —[KiZ, ITAED AR
WCERMOZEB/NSNZ EIChH D EEZZ LN, HlxlX, RRBIABGLERE AW THEE
- FEMESE O GEBV OEEMREIT, 1.22 (BMS), 224 (CW), 3.73 (REA) ThH-o7= (=
—h—8EEEy N1 EHOTHE, 1 fHiX BMS TiX 05, 2SN OIE TIE 1.0),
BMS (T & FMIMME DO @& W EE TH 5720 BMS I2BIT /N & 25 Bkid s € 6 < ik bl
STEN PO TERERTHDL EFZ 2 BN, —TCW & REAIZKITSH BMS KV EWE
L, BEL LV EWEREIOSHICERNT 2 LB X 6T,

SSGBLUP | L 58 & BIn B OHEEMEIL t EITKAF L T2 b LT, tfEIX 1 D
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& &, BMS OB #IE BLUP I XD HEEMED B3 22 H - 7228, CW & REA
TlEBBDR—ETHoTo, ZXOLNDLEEDO—2F, G 1THICL > TR Z b HEED
BORKE SN, ATTINCE D DLV DN ERETFONS, Zhud~—h—& QTL &
DAL TN~ — I —BEORE R ETHITRNWIEIZL D EZ 2 bND, ZTDELE
X, tfEE LS T TN E (DFED GITHT 2 ADEIRERELTDHL) BIEIEHD
HEEMMN LR T D2 NS L HFFSN D, £72 BMS 1251 28508 OBIOER & L
T, ZOREIZKT D8ORS G LT 500h LitZe, GIT8lE ATTHIEREGT 5
BEO—>OMBEIL, MH OEMBERDFETRN LITh D, A TTHIOHE kN E L
BN EEER 2 LR E L, ToEHO0FMRIMEZ 0 LIET S, — Ty —h—
BAR TR EZRFOMEER (DF D GATHNCEET 2 ) 13ERITH LW TH 5729,
G 1T DO EFEM O FREANIL, A THIOEMEERAOFHM, 2FV 0 KV K& 5L
NTREND, ZHERBRINCHRT 572012 1423 FHITE] Th72XL9 GIHAo
H A M OFERH DR 2 A ATHIDOZN D LRI U & T AT > TV D, JBEIC
U ZNFE TORPGREIZEDN HIVUX, GITHIOEMEEMOBFRMO A1TFIOZH (0) 2>
OORMFREITIIZEIZ LD B> T THAREE TR, TODZOAr—U 7T
IX BMS O34 G174l L ATTHID EBEER D3 i > TV WATREMEDR & 0 | 2N EABR /K
OHEEMIZ B 5 2 I FREEN S 5,

BEROHEEE & FRIOIERE S ORBICOWTL, kb mWVBEERE 2T E NS
b t ET, REAETRICEW TS T LR EWIEREI NGO TlEeso
7o (£42), 2L, AITHIZHONTEHEONTEEERICKR bITWHEEEN S LN 1|
T, HOEWVERINELNLIMHMICH o7 (K41 KD 42), 20T LITEEFENEMRR
TROT-DIZ tBEEREHT DI VEIEE 2D L 2R LTS, LLA2RND, tEIZE
D FROEMESNET D LITVAR, ZORITISENTHL EWV) Z L bBIRINT,
# 21E BMS OEHFAYE TR TIX, t HN 05 DL E oL bEmWIERSBNELNTN, 1
EAR 1 D& & LI L THT 00007 LOEN Lo T, FERICEITIFEICB W TH, ALT
FlE GATHIDRALLOFAFIC L 5 Ef S O BBl En=L LTh/hEWn, FIzIiET 2
U DRNAZA AT 5 BT TIE, &b mWIREREIL tE2 0.7 KT 0.8 D &
TIEONTWVAR tEN 1O E X Ll LT 0.02 D2 Laed- 7= (Aguilar et al. 2010)
F 7= Christensen et al. (2012) 137 # @ HHIREE } OMEREFER RICIHBWN T a LN B E 2 FHHD
L.a (B) ENZNZN 0.7 (0.3) £1r0.85 (0.15) D& XICEMI DR LENP2T-HDOD,
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0.95 (0.05) ™ & & LIHE L 0.01 LA T OZE LN 2o T i LT\ %, Harrisetal. (2012)
X SN S 22 D EM OWFLEIZB VT 32D 1l (0.3.05,07) 2 L= b DD,
IEfESIZH R DB I E o EHME L TWD, fRE LTt HEERIZR LY
H LT A L IETREEN R KIET H72DICHEATHA I, TNIZLDIEHRED
BEIMI/hEnWZ EnExon5,

REVET RN IV T, FREERE A GRBVRGLE 2 R OB W IR WRERE 7L —
7)) FE C (REUEEZ TR SNTZBEEFE ORBTHL I/ NV—T) O~—h—&ix
FRIZRS Z&id, THIOEHRSICOEV 8L 2o (R 43), AT, flEL
B B (RBAGERZFH SRR EFH ORI LV —T) O~v—T—@BarAEzRS &, T
TOMMEFOBIR T RIZ RV A LIZER U E#ES &R o7, RO ORREIE, FElEt
HEBO~Y—I—BInTMATRICENTHEFICHETHY , =T TA L CORENIFFIC
INENWZ EERL TN D, SR BICIXFICEBREENICE O TR ICEEOKRE
W, D E D BRBEENDTERES D BRRY STo, A RIOFERIZE 5 W o i D~ —5
— BB TR TRO ECTIHEFICEETH D Z EE2RBT 5, FIEFRE C OREN/ NN
X TN TH ST, 2O Z EIFFEREAFRE B BSMEEIZ C OR, FlF TR ShBEES
HEDHORXTHAT2Z LITERT 20008 LRV, £ IV oltifild~—I—#s+
RIOERN T TITEFI L TR Y, SR C OB\a TRNBINOEREZ 725 S ol
AREMEN B 2 bd, IBEHFRE D (EHAGSH L ~— T —B8 B TEERVThbRF> 7L
—7) O~—A—BFREZRWESGE, EESIITXTORE TR L, 202 &13FE
BIRIGRER 2 FF oA D~ — I — A F 2R ET D2 HEMZ /B LT 5D, SR A K
O C DBPNNSInoTe 2 2BET L & REBEREFOWEEOY = 7 24 0 7%,
BICDD I WEEFOZN XV ERENGSN ENRBEEINTENWZ D, 7277 L 2Ok
IZiE, v A —BEFREOMEICONTIEBZBE L Ty, 2F), v— I —#En %
5E LRI OW TR RT 2858, Mg ERIS N TFROERSICHELE 2 H 2 L3
R STV 528 (Pszezolaetal. 2011) . ARAFFETIETHI SN IEE4HE E OB 24
FETDIZDIT, ZDORTH DT C OB HE W, Db, b LHEMEARRE C
DEARFHRN 2T UX, IBEFHFRE E OB TEN EOREOEM S THHETH D 0NE
ZELTELT, MO EM I NPT 501X, TRIOEMS H01%0 B 5 a6k
WD Z LIITEET 2R ERD D,

sSGBLUP D~ — 1 —iBIn 1Rl & Ff i e WMERIC X9 5 TRIBE X, BB E O
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v — A —BE R E AN RN ETEME L7 (R 43), ZTORRET R TORE CIEM ST
Wb L=y, T BLUP IZ X B FHIL Vi EE>TEY ., ssGBLUP 23~ — 0 —i&fs 1
A R 2 VMERO PRI OWTH AN TH D R I, LoLans, &5
FRECO~—h—BIE TR bLRET S L, EMSIEBLUP IFIEREE L -7, ZDZ
E1E ssGBLUP 1T & B~ —h —8n 2 B - 22 WMER O FlE . 2 OEEROR B E 721330
WIMARIZ o D EEN Y = ) XA T INTWAHHEEIZRY . BLUP KOV EHTH D Z &00R
e Xz,

BN THNZOWTIE, RIS &R 2FMERRE C OB M A HEET H720I2, F
THEBOBRRERH S, DFV BLUP & 5725 tED 5L HAT8I% V5 ssGBLUP
Thbd, b UHEERR C BNEHOREGEHAFHOBREH L COIUXFIER COHEEE
DENT/NS 22X T2, A ENIFEES 18 H 70 OB DI (7 21.6 §4)
Tholzizh, HEBRMNFIECLY B D 2 ENTRIN, AU CILEBE R HEAM
HEE DOREWER TV TH D BLUP & . BMS [ZOW T tfE% 0.5 & L7= ssGBLUP,CW & REA
[ZOWTIE T DY 1 D ssGBLUP % W TAaRBIMIGLE) b BTN 2 HEE L7-, ssGBLUP
IRTLHING T HEOERIL, ZAOOMEDE & REAUETHI TR b SV ERI 5O
el ThDH, £ U i Data | OFRBFLE O THIT DB VWb iz, B
i THIDORERIL, ssGBLUP 23 1 DSk, $72iH BMS IZH1F 5 EBV O THI, 2RV T
BLUP LV mWEMS 2/~ L7 (%4.4), BMSIZEIT 5 EBV THITiX, BLUP 23h 3 nC
ssGBLUP LV BWIEf X%~ L7z, LM L7eMR5 EBV XV GEBV O A FHAME THIZ
BWTIXVEWEMSEZRLIZZ ED, GEBY NEOFHMMIZIIWEEZEZ BN, OF
Y GEBV % Tl L7-#E RO TN L0 @EUNCFEICTRIEE DA KB L TBY . ZOREILE
FEAG PRIV T H sSGBLUP 73 BLUP LV BN TWHZ AR L TND EB X LT,

flim & LC ssGBLUP WD Z LIk, IEROBERE AT LERELSEET D
& &7 AMEREFIHARE 2 LRSI, ssGBLUP IZL A7 AT A KT
R ARBRERTO TSR ZRIET 2 B2 6D, THUT L0 BEHRE OB
I RREICBLE R BRI OB & ZIC LD EA RO HORD P TcE S, MAT
7 AU A RPRNIEZICEB W CREEEM 2 R T 2RI b AR E 705725 9, ssGBLUP
ERHWHZ LICEY, ZFOEENT = ) ZA TSN TOWRLSTHZEORBENR Y = /) ¥
A 7SN TWIUR, THIOEMIS O EXHFEFTE 5720, BRIz /24807
DaAMBERUZZOREZZIT NS AN H D, AN EILIY =) 24T
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DEFENENIZ O T O AR REZ 5272, T70bb, BREDOZWEES ORE R
POV ) A T ERRERE L, EOICRAMRSR L FOIEE O = ) 2 AT
B O/NSWHEET X VBT ETH D,

45 HHE

EEMMIIAARBEEORHASTHLD, WEREWI b5 RENTT TidZ < [#HAVT
b DOHEER G OBEEIENN RIAEN D, BUEILM#RICHE-S Wz BLUP EREREOH.L T
HOHN, BT AEREFIA LI LR FEEHBEL WL Z E1E, BENEEED
ERRBE R N 2 @D DR Db EEL 2> T b, LLARBL, &7 AMEHEFIH
U 7= BREM RO AMEERIZICHRIES L TWL RV, & 2 CARMYE Tl #ic e s/
LG % Nz 7= single-step genomic BLUP (ssGBLUP) E(Z2W\WC, ZDOAF MM % BLUP 4
&bl U7, RV O TR T ssGBLUP {£IT 2 TOIZE T BLUP £ £ 0 [EfE72 T %2
b2, BHEMOFHIZEWNTUITITRFERGER L 2o 1 IWEAZ DL E BLUP XV IEfEZR
THZE G 2T, 2TOORRIIET ) MFRPBEEMEFTREICBVWTHLAHATHLZ &%
TR L TW5, $£72 ssGBLUP IZF1F 2 3 Off, T2 b bil&iFM e 7/ LMEROBEAEE]
B oL, BROY = ) 2 A T OTE, KOV ) MEME R R OEERICHT 57
HHEENZ O W T O REEEIT - 1o, IRAEISITHEE SN D BEBRICIIHEL 52 H0OD,
THIBENCIIRE R EZ G2 72700, BRI = /) Z A TIZO0WTIE, BRED
SR, ERBAR AR ORE R ABENIC Y = ) XA T T ERTHO
IEfeS(a BICEBECTH D Z Ll bo o7z, £72 ssGBLUP 1177/ AEH % Fi 7= 22 MEIAR Lkt
LT% BLUP XV EfERTHAZIT ) Z EXRINTEN, ZTHUZZEDOR D HVNTITH N Y =
)AL T ENTWDEEICR LT,
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5 77 AEREFREGICESSRRABETRET VOBE LR
Al @ A HREH TR~ DE

5.1 i
BEIZBO TN ECHES . X N L RAMERIERER A RIEE A THT 5 2 ENLEE
NDN, TbOREIZ LT UITIHEFICEMET, Bia-oRE, BEEMOMAEER %
BUZBORFOEEEZZ T D, ZOX) REMHRVEOTHIZH W THRE R o8O 1
DN AN T Vi D WITAERRAEF AT T L LN 5 BELE T 1038 2 (Yin et al. 2004;
Hammer et al. 2006) , 1E#E T /LT —MRICARLEN 2 7 a8 A 2R THEBOBEEN G720 |
B 7pBREE - HELOSME, #lATKE,. AR, BKE, 800 E 2 AEL L TEY
DERRBRE~DINE #5075 (Tardieu 2003), 1EWET IV D/NT A — X | LBIEH) 70T
BizlF D2 EDRIRSFRHBEINTWDH =80, BIBHFRE (genetic coefficients) &7 /LA
712 (model input traits) & HFEIELS (Yinetal. 2003), T D= DIEWET NV EH WD Z

BinTLBRE - BHGELOMBMAENZBRERL Z e mbTnd (B2
Chapman et al. 2002; Chapman et al. 2003) ,

TEET VDT A —Z IR HBIEZEHREE, 5F D QTL ~ v B 7 bitbh
TW5, il iZA A LXOAEKECHIER (Yin et al. 2000; Hunt and Pararajasingham 1995)
FrERr 3 vOEDAE (Reymond et al. 2003) | EE R FEOAPEZEH)HE (Quilot et al. 2005) .
A X Oa AXOHFEH (Nakagawa et al. 2005; Bogard et al. 2014) . /@A L A FTOA
FIXE (Guetal. 2014), 77 7 F @ DIED I ECEAEH (Uptmoor et al. 2008; Uptmoor et al.
2009; Uptmoor et al. 2012) 72 & DVEHET LD /8F A —Z 125 LT QTL v v B2 72T
NTWDHME SN2 QTLAIRITIRICN T A —=ZEEHEET DT2DITHND T ENTE D,
FEERLIZHTIIEDO—FTIE, R QTLHRDIE L D2 LI VLN T A —ZfE
ZANWT, FlRBa 7R (OF DR/ - i) ORBVE F 72138 OBz 7RO KGR
BREREE N CORBVAUEA TRIL T\ D, B8 LWIBEER TR A2 KRR OERE F Tl L

= BLEME & THNER OV EAR ST R 7 e 2L DEDMEZFRTIL 0.74 (Reymond et al.
2003). A RDOIETIF0.20 725 021 TH Y (Guetal 2014), F7 = L3O HFHFHIC
BT B ¥ " FeiizE (root mean squared error, RMSE) 1X 6.3 H T - 7= (Bogard et al. 2014) ,
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:m%@ﬁ%mﬁﬁkﬂiéManwv~w~)@ﬁ%ﬁwTWW%fw@ﬂi
A—=ZZTHLTND, LL2Rb, S s QTL LB HE BRI BO—E Ldii L
RN, EMET A ZRWETRIOERS XS ) AUA Ry ——Z2 2T THIEHE L
TRVIATZ &EIZKD, DFEV T ) U A RPRIFEZHND Z LX) m BT 2 raetk
WD, HIETERRNZLICT, ZNETELHOMFIFIENRT /) LT A4 FTHRICHEF S
NTEYZOWERRALNER->TETND, LoTINLDOFEII EROEDET V%
AL LERBBOTHCOAEHTHL EERZOND, 7/ LT A FPRIOE 208
B, BT 72 QTL Z#FH L2 PRIBFED L 212, AEET VORI A =2 2 EE L
THENINEZTHTL2ZETHAD (DI 2 AL EMESR), L LR D ZOFIETIE
TEET N DIXNT A —ZWEERFDOREFIMEN T ) 2T A RTPHIET L ORBEERFIZEE S
R, ETAEMET ANO/NT A= ZHEEITEE BE R GREE) mciThindzo (Bl
IX Nakagawa et al. 2005) ., fillDBE= FRDOFERZFIH TE 20, LWV ST REDBEZHILD,
—hHTEMETNE T ) LT A RTPHIET VEGDE, ~— =R EEMET NV XT A
—H ERRFICHET DL O BRHEERET IV V7 bBERLZLENTE D, MAEET/VTIE
TEMET NNT A — ZHEERFO AR FENEZ THIE T WVEROBRICEET 52N TE, £
fe~—7—%B L CEE TR THE RSV Shdzd, #HENIVERICNRD Z &
WSS, LLERD, AEET /MVTIWERIZEDER R OIEIZB W T H % X
NTELT ., ETOREEMEITFHE STV RV,

AWFIE TIIFAETT VO TRRE ZEWTE T /v L TR 2 BefsE & A = (Oryza sativa, L)
DOHFEHNIZB W TR LTz, 4 R Z RN L7202 EE LEELREE TH L Z
L&, TRIODOFRLRMEMET L, SF D #iEES (developmental rate, DVR) %1 7
DOBEMIET L (DVR E7 V), DBBECHHB SN TWAHTEDTHS (Yin et al. 1997 KO}
Nakagawa et al. 2005), 2 BB ETHWA Y AT A4 R TPHIFELE LTk EBlasso & RKHS
g LTc, A CIE 2 EOMEGET NV EZRET 5, L 2AIXT ) LU A Fv—h—%
DVR 7 /W DT A —=Z DL PHEZERT DOV ET AL THD, T2 Tk
NI TR E BB T H72DICH T T I —FxNWAT5 % iz, 2 DHIZDVR €7
WDINTA=BHl ) DI Re—=R—Z gL, "TA=Z LT Ho~—T—%)
RERFFICHET 2TV TH D, FURFIESL LTIE EBlasso #HvWe, ZOMEET IV
DIZDITEF A XE MCMC ZfAGOETHEEFIELFTZICHRE L, ZOFET VI
Malosetti et al. (2006) TR I NT7-IEHEORSET N EFHET 20, AFZEEOFEILE
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FTIVERIRDO MBI 2 WT2D, D ) 2T A R~—h—Zx L CEfrGEL W ST
DI NTWDEEER D, INHDOTFEOTFHIREINTEEDORE S LD 6 DOREM
THREE SN R UM% % (backeross inbred line, BIL) % FWNTE#E L7~

52 MEEFiE

52.1 DVRET/V

Nakagawa et al. (2005) ® DVR &7 /L % HEEH TR H W2, ZOF 7 /411 Yin et al. (1997)
2 &> THE Sz [three-stage Beta model | (Z35-5<, Z OFT/VIFHFERTD 3 DD ¥ EE
EEAET D, RUOEMEIT TSR (juvenile phase) | T® D EWIT IS & £F
TR0, ROBEMEE [RGB (photo sensitive phase) | ToH 0 . SEHREN R EE G DY
FERICR L B2 D, B TSR (post-photo sensitive phase) | TH 0. Z DBk
TR B D O HEE & CTORITBUSHED 72 W EERE 2 897, DVRIZHZEANSLEREL T
X, FEAT— (developmental stage, DVS) ZHH L EiF 5,

DVS = }:DVR

d=1

CZTCTDIRHERNLORHEERT, HEIXDVS RN 1LIcETH LIS, HFEHJdBHEIC
BIFDDVRIFLULTO XL ICERZIND,

DVR. — f(T,)/G if DVS, < DVS, or DVS, > DVS,
P,)/G if DVS, <DVS, <DVS,

::ﬁnﬁaﬁw%ﬁ(%kpﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁém%fﬁwg@%M%MTdﬂﬁm%qu
EREODIT 72Dk, G (20) IFRIBE HENKE CTH -7 & ZOBFEH % (daysto
heading. DH). DVS; &t Tf DVS; (32 N LB B Pl & LU B PE D T 9 Dl 2 97, f
KO gL TOX ITERIND,

T _ T T _ T (Tc *To )/(To 7Tb) “
d_bj ¢ d if T, <T, <T,
f(Td): To_Tb Tc_To

0 if otherwise
(P—R)/(R-R) T”
RR(R=h if P, <P,
g(Pd)= I:)o_Pb I:)c_l:)o
1 if P> P,
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ZZT To Tou TdFENTNAERIZEIT 25X, i, RmXLziE L. Po. Pou Pc bl
RRICHRAR, A, i HERE 4239, Nakagawa et al. (20051266 Toy Tow Tew Ppy Pou KR
P lZZNE1 8C, 30C, 42°C. 0h, 10h, }xU'24h & L7z, "TA—%a (20) KB
(20) 1FZENZIREBISER O H BRUGHZ R L, EARZI VI ERISHEN ER L, &
BT WRE ST H R TRV E DVR OFRENMALT 5, /ST A—=ZEIZLD ED LD
(ZRGSED 2R 5 7> Nakagawa et al. (2005) DX 1 (ZHlR ST 5, DVS; TN DVS, i3

Nakagawa et al. (2005)(ZHEV>
DVS, =0.145+0.005G
DVS, =0.345+0.005G

LT, ®BONUDHEEEDT/NT A—=2D 9 BN, FlZIX T, 72 EITEETRICED
EETHAEEERH D OO, RFETILG, oo KB OBBINEREZEZR LTZ, t-T
IHLBEBE A O DVRET AT A =2 % G, o, MO & LTEL, 2EETHD
BEEH~r2—% G, a. KOBELLTET, ZNHDONRFTA—=ZTWnTFiy 0Ll EEwn
IHIRNH D Z LICHET D,

522 FHIFHE

K S5LICAE THWFRHIFEO—EE2 RS LT, DVR BT VDT XA —ZH#HEEFEE
LT Nelder-Mead i (NM) &, BT AT A—% (G, a, p) OHAE L L THAATIIZ
HWic 1 X7k (Bayes I) ZHWe, ZNODOFEITT 7 MMEREHONTHRNWZDIZ,
THHEERTIEE 2728 B RIS T D PRI TE 20, 2 BefgiE L LT, NM & Bl ik,
RKHS & Y EBlasso & #iAaa b FiEA vz (240 NM+R KON NM+E & FES)
IHOHDORFFEEINMICE > THEE SN G, o, MOVP Z2#iZLS L9 5, 320
A7 /1, Bayes G, Bayes Glog, (" Bayes_Elog iZ Bayes | & % & (2o XfEEFOHEFHL A
TR% L7=, Bayes G TIIH7-RBEFAICOWTTHIT A0, G, a. KB Dy
a7 ) LUA Re—A—0itR LT o I—FNWATHITES L=, Bayes_Glog
bETT T A=A TINE AN DD, HEEZ BRAERER LT G, oo KpDOH L
TIT 9. ZTOEMITEY G, a. MOP OFEHIZAM (Bik) OFEROSBEHEST D2 &
NRG 725, Bayes_Elog TIXEARM AR LT- G, a. LB % EBlasso = HW\CT» / A
UA F~—A—ZF L, DVR ET//RT A =5 L 2T D~ — 0 —3h R %[RRI HE
ET D, ZNOHOFETILLFTHAT 5,
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#51 HAWETHIFED &

Genomic Method Method Log® Usage of Cross-validation schemes®

information  type?® abbreviation” genomic information

Not use NM - LOEO
Bayes | - LOEO

Use 2-step NM+R - Regression (RKHS) LOEO, LOGO, LOEGO
NM+E - Regression (EBlasso) LOEO, LOGO, LOEGO

Unified Bayes_G - Covariance LOEO, LOGO, LOEGO

Bayes_Glog + Covariance LOEO, LOGO, LOEGO
Bayes_Elog + Regression (EBlasso) LOEO, LOGO, LOEGO

® [2-step] IEDVRET /L 3T A —% ZNelder-Mead (NM) (2L 0 H#EE L, T OHEEMZHGIALE LT
Reproducive kernel Hilbert space regression (RKHS) = 7-idextended Bayesian lasso (EBlasso) (Z&->T%h ./
LU A R~—Hh—IZBFd 5 2 &ord, [Unified) 13~ — % — % 355 # (covariance) & 7= 1Z[a]/7 (regression)
DFG THEATD AN FAAIARDVRE T VT A —F 2 HEET 5 ka2 4ET,

"FIETHOSGNATVDIES1E, NM (Nelder-Mead) . | (Hifiz17%1) . R (RKHS) . E (EBlasso) . G (%
U7 A= NMTH) | K WNog (HRRIEAEL) TR,

‘Bayes_Glog & Bayes Elog TIZDVRE T /L 8T A — & & IR A #a L7

R 1 ER X ASFEMGE (leave-one-out cross-validation, LOO) % JHVNTE#E L7-, LOEO. leave-one
environment-out LOO ; LOGO, leave-one genotype-out LOO ; LOEGO, leave-one combination of environments

and genotypes-out LOO
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5.2.2.1 Nelder-Mead 1 (NM)
H BRI X

argmlnGaﬂZ‘ h(G.a; BT, P)‘

THY, ZIZTH3REFA T ORE jI2BIF 5 DH, h 35256017 Gi. o, Biv BREE
B L HFEKIE T, MOHGHRPjOH & TODH 2RI THD, FATHAEIS
WT R AEICE S i b ik A 7oy, TRIOEME S O R THETEAZEIZ X 5 51ED EIF
STlDICIH O M Le REERIERHD . RdE ki~ OBAR AU SV TIT b7,
B b OBEOWHIEIL G 122\ Tix 40, 55, 80 @ 3fE, o & BTV T 0.01, 5, 10 D
3MEAMMH L=, T4 5 OfEIX Nakagawa et al. (2005) 23#&E L7z HARRE & #4920 BIL
LB THEE SNTBE N T A—FEDO M EE D L OITEIR LT, 16> T biLa
72 5 HME O G DHED D 27 [A] (3X3X3) 1TV, 27 8 » OHEEME DAL OE & 157,
ZOHT, Kb HNEEERE/IMES A DR EARHEEME L TRIR L, EEOMA
Aot BB E B/ ME L2581 0 6 OHEEM O - % v 72, NM X R BI%% optim
EHWTITo72, NM 2179 R 22— RIZHEBE KPR FBEOWETERR KIZ L0 1ERRL S AN

A ey g i
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5.2.2.2 RKHS XU EBlasso

I B ENFFHEICOW TS 2 % (EBlasso) &3 # (RKHS) Tiuki~7z, RKHS (I R /X
> 7 —® rBLUP (Endelman 2011). EBlasso i% VIGoR (%5 2 #& M) & AW TiT-7-,
RKHS T Uo7 o i—x v Z VA RiIRIZ 1 & L7, EBlasso D/ A /38— 3T XA — &
o. o, y. X0 ITZENEN 01, 01, 1, 01 L., G, a. XKO'pCHmE Lz, 21D
DEYFFEIZNM THEE SN2 G, o, MOVB AR S LTHE LT,

5223 A XFk
B TORA AT (Bayes |, Bayes G, Bayes Glog. M OfBayes Elog) (23T, DVR &
TV E RN 1 CRESNZRIFET VERL LT, DF Y

H;j
1=) DVR, , +¢
d=1
EABGE L7z, DVRjglXBETH T OB j BT 5% d HED DVR 2% L, 13k
ERT, FAETERSA N(o, a§) IZREH LRE L, EONBOENSfITel ~1e? L L

7o LEERIET

ij 2
|_(Hij |Gi,ai,ﬂi,aj)=(27m§)’%exp -212 (1—HZDVRMJ }

e d=1

P2

ETEFRSND, AR TIRET DA AFEFRBO L HIZ G, a. XOB DFERIZAAICE
WTHERARD, LFTIEEITNNTA—F GIZOWVWTHERED, WTNOFEICBWNTY a &
W BIZOWTIRERIZHFRI M L OHEE FIREZ ERTX 5,

5.2.2.4 Bayes_| XU} Bayes G
Bayes | Cix. G i3UIWr£ & &IEH /04 (truncated multivariate normal distribution, TrMVN)
295 EEET B,

G~TrMVN (1, 10%)

CITLEEENETLONI X —% KT, ueldT— K, of T0H%E. X TH% %
9, Bayes G Tl

G~TrMVN(1z,, Kog)
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EAE LTz, 22T KB TFREMOESBATIZERT L7/ LERITIERT, 22
TIX RKHS THWZ 1 = /UTHIE R U b D% Tz, TIMVYN OF — R &R OV OHEE 1%
BTN, ue=55 L WMo =100 & L7z, o XUV DFAIEL pe=5. up=5. o> =9,
Koh =9 & Lic, ZNEDMEIZAKRIEE Y7 20 BILEMICH T 2 HEEEO S % b
ElZiE L7= (Nakagawa et al. 2005), G DHFHE /MM OHEFEILIA bR U ZAIEICLVIiTo 7=
(Metropolis et al. 1953), Gj DHEEIZ I TIREME G*IX EH 570

G*~N(G, &)

MHAER LT, T2 TRITRENMOTBETH D, BEMHIZ0 LT ThHIVUTEAL, £
TR AUTERAR IR ITHE > TEAIR L7z, BRRIE=R1T Bayes_G D41
P(Gi*|G_i,,UG,O'é,K)HL(Hij |G™*, o, i’O-ez>

j=1

ML (616 ot K) [ [L(H, Gy 507
j=1

L, ZZ T

P(G /|G, s, 06, K) mexp{%lq _[#G ~ 1' (6 ﬂG)K.{J] }

G ii 2]

ER D K I K OWMATFNCIIT 5 i1TjFIH OBEHFEEET. Gl LSO G 0EFEKT,
Bayes | DIGEITE K Z IHZE S AUX IV, 5,015 20 & L7z, 72 a KO B OHEIT
5,=06,=03%t L7,

PR ol DFEZIA D A AR Y AEE O THEE Lo, 3220 o *IXIEBLA

o’*~N (0'2 5:)

e e’

MBAER LT, $TREMEIX 0 LT THIUIEAI L, £ ) TRITIUILL T OBRFERIZHIE- T
BAR L7,

P(o?*)[TITL(H;1G . 8.0 %)

i=1 j=1

P(O':)HHL(H“. |G, i’o_ez)

i=1 j=1

min|1,

5,13 0.005 & L7,
MCMC [Z 60,000 [Flfe KL & L, o7V o ZEIEZ50 & Lz, 5547~ 1,200
B TD S HEHIO 200 [EliE/N— 2 1 > (burn-in) & U THIER L. B% 9401359 @ 1,000

P TINBHEE LTz, DH OFEE S AIISEONTZKT o T BWTDH 2 FlldT5 2 &
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2 & 0T,

5.2.25 Bayes Glog
ZOFETIE G & BAARPEER U= Gl L CH M 2% T 7=,
G~MVN(1y,, Kog)

Z 2T MVUN IS ERBERS M2 ET, ZOFTF /L TIEER O T (ue) KOV ()
[ZENENLL T D X 9 2R G040 2 888 LHEE LTz,

L ~ const.

O'é ~ Inv-;(2 (—2, 0)
T ZTeonstidER R, Inv T RIEME N A TR/ E LT, COEELSMITA bR
U ZEIC L VHEE LT, G OHEEICE W T, REMEG *TERSM

G*~N(G, &)

MOAR LT, RFEMITLLT OBRRMERITHE - TERIR L 72,

P(Gi*lé_i,ye,aé,K)l:! L(Hij |G, =exp(G, *), =exp(a), B =exp( i),af)
(

i |Gi1ﬂG1Ué’K)HL(Hij |G, :eXp(éi)’O‘i :eXp(di)uBi :eXp( ~i)'o-ez)

!

P(G1G, 45,08, K)ox EXp{_ 2Kc:2 [G‘ {ﬂe s _ﬂG)Kﬂljﬂ

G K. 1=

LB, 5,15007 & LT, £loa kOB OBA, 5,12003 K1S,130.2 & Lz,

e ROGE DHEIZE T 292 7 v 7 e ANT 5T, £NENOERSTIL

YETK
N | J ’ G '
Z;Ki; Z‘Z,-:K”
KO
~ T R ~
o, (8] (6ot

N-2
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LD, ZZTNITEE TR Rt 2£T, EENE o> OFE% AT Bayes_| L
Bayes_G & [[AfRIZAT 72, MCMC O GITERCY 7 U 7)) b2 b & FRERIC

1T-o7.

5.2.2.6 Bayes Elog
Z DO FETIT E R LT Gkt L CFRTMA

p
Gi~N[/uG+zngip’ %2 J
p=1 0,G

BHE L, 22T pel3WA . gpld~—0—p DG IZHT H85E, xp13-1 (AA) . 0 (AK),
KEOL (KK) La—RKEpk~v—h—p O FAlEZ £, 2BAEIHT A, Kiday
EHVHROT IV LERLTWD, v—F—2hF1X EBlasso [FERICET UV 7 LT, £o
TH 2 TR L H T gy DFERIDAMIT

1
~N|0,———
% ( Tg,GT;ZJ,G ]

52 2
- |nv-G[1,%j

5 ~G(p,@)
Moo =~ G(w.0)
ERD 9. 0. Yy KROPBNANAN—=NRTRA=F LD,
ZDEFET AW TIIE G ARA RiEE W, 2 BTl X 9 ITE A Xk
TIIFERDAMERT A —Z IR THEEZITS, 22T 0 2~v—h—hRi L
EBlasso (CBT 2/ F A—F 2R THAILENRI Z—LF 5, DVRETIANRTA—=ZL O D

A%, (G apol,0)y) ZLFO LI ICHRT 5.

d(G.a.p.0l0|y)xcq(Gapol| y)IM[q(é’m 1Y)

m=1

ZZTMILEBlasso (2B D 2/ T A= hk KT, Boy~A RIETIET —% OREDLE
EDTFRERKIETDHZ EICE VT 5, FIRIMEED/XT A —F ¢ [ZOWWTLLTFOD
IEL I ETHRRETE S,
q(o|y)ocexp(Eq(oly)[|Og p( é ﬁ )})
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Z2Cq(ely)ide SAD/RT X — 2 (BT H TPl S5 504 4 %9, Bayes_Elog Tl

q(em | y)OCeXp(E (G ﬂo—|y)andq(9k|y k==m|:l g p( G B ):|) fOflSmS M

q(G.a.p.o’ | )ocexp( (enlyimem [Iog p(y.G.4.B. 0 G))J)
L%, mAIOET EBlasso D/3T7 A —Z T L TBEHDOIE % LT FE oM a7 5,
Z DER AR DI O HIILL FO X S ICE TN TE 5,

E[,uG]:AE[r&G]i[E[Gi]—pZ:E[gp]xipj

(5.1)

ZIZTCV[u|= AR A =E[ 55, [N

c[o,]- e[k 5, [E[6])- s Selnln

i k=p

=2 oV[g, =M, RO [ T3 e[ Je e ).

o 1 [EoEel ]
L5 ] Je[gsGJE[r:,GJ

) q0)
E{ 1 } E[gs]E[wie] | 1
toe | \E[S]E[nle] E[2]E[n)6]
E
E[z2. ]=2
[TO’G] be1

::fai:%(N+P)&(ﬁ

iZNl‘,[E[Gi]_ﬂG _pZP;,E[gp]XipJ +
NV [yG]+pZ;V[gp:|iZ::Xi2p +§E[r§VG]E[g§]+§Zv [G/]

1
be, ==
o1~ 5

E[éé]:%
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ZZTa,=P+4. KV, = ZE[ pG]{ :|+w’C3?>E> Ehic

[ )=5

ZZTa=1l+y, &@bse,p =%E[55]E|:2i:|+e L7825,

TpG

K51 D2 >HDIHEIE , BICBEHT D RMDFR M2 ERT D, DFED
q(G.ap.o’ly)

A(Gi 146950706 ) A(@ | 108,75, ) A (B | 150,75 5 )1 (0F)
1;[ le_!:L(Hij G, =exp(G)) .o =exp(@),. 3 :exp(/;’i),aj)

(Y
(Y
o)

a(G |ﬂG’gp'T§’G)meXp{@{é, [E[ﬂsth[gp]XmHZ}

ThY. Eq(0d) e LB, COBEMHOMEITIEA oK XiEEAVE, 60

mq

HEEITR W T, REIE G, IR
G*~N(G, &)
MOAER LTz, BEMEITLLT OBRPGEERITHE > THRIR LT,
a(G*| 4.9, rOG)HL(Hi,- |G, =exp(G, %),y =exp(&@), 4 =exp (5. o2
a(Gi | 46,9, roe)HL(Hij |G, =exp(G,),c4 =exp(@), 4 =exp(5 ), 07

min| 1,

R LT2 MCMC # > 70 a6 G, OB K Oy k& 515 L, £ 4% EBlasso /35 A —Z O
BV, 6, (R, L 8,) 13 Bayes Glog & A UM% v vic, F72k780H# 0 OF
#/34f 1% Bayes_| M 0¥ Bayes G & [RIERIZIT - 72,

EBlasso TN DVR &7 /W XT A — % DFE% 5540 OIFHE X N8 OHEE X LL T D
FlETITo 72,

DG, (&, ﬂ)@%ﬁ\ﬁ@$w<%+29m ) RO (Y, ) ommMEz znEh

O,G
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Ea MNE, (&, L8, M, L E)EBL, £ RDES, T4 KTN0.04 L LTz, ZhbHD

fElX Nakagawa et al. (2005) (2 X Vs S n7= BARE & 47 20 BIL £ TOHEEE

MOIGE LTz, RIS E, =&, =161 TNE, =2, =10 L LTz, G (a. B) OYIIMEIE

ZDOEFIGAAIND T o H DAERT D,
C@,d,ﬂ&@&@WMMcﬁyfuyﬁ%aMEﬁio%vayﬁﬁﬁﬁloku
SO5NT2 60 b T NANBENT A — X OWFHE R Oz 5HE T 5,
@G %45 /) LUA R~—H—IZEf L, EBlasso [R5 /8F A —Z 240 K LA T 5,
Dk LEtREIIBL T O B EZ i 7 LR TR T3 %,

2

H®G,current - ®G,previous

: <10°°
C)

G, previous

T Z T Og urrent X O O previons | F TN ENIER CEFTOFATIZIRNT 537 A —FZ OWIFFHE
EELARI B —EET, | |Ba—2 VF 4 Tr o A EET, FHEIEMR 100 55
200 [BIDFRATTH T LT,
Da %7 /) L TA F~—H—Z[ElF L, EBlasso IZBAfRT 5 /37 A —Z 240 ik LR T 5,
IHCHIE X @ & FERIZAT 9,
Op %5 ) 2UA R~—H—IZ]aljF L EBlasso (2R T 5 /35 A —& 20 iR LEET 5,
IHCHIE X @ & FERIZAT 9,
©AT v 7O~®% 100 %A 7 Vi ik$, KEDY A 7/ TiE MCMC %> 7 VD%
300 (MCMC #&f7#5% 3,000) |[ZHE°L, £ MCMC H > 7 /vni G, a. KOV DFE%
DR EWET D, ROV A 7 MBI D~ — = ROWFHEE HEEM & L THWD
AT TR@MNHLEIZEB W TR AN S5 72D121%, F 72 EBlasso D/ A 73—
TA=H (o ©. y. KO) ZAT—)IVDRRDHNT A2 G, a. KO P HTIH@EE
THEDITIE, HAT v 7OBRICG, (6. ) ZEELTHZENREELY, L LEE

LIX G, DERIA % | LA OMBAR TRID 8T A — BG IR THRIST D LB ERT D

T, EHRNMEEZD Z LTI D, DD, 22 TG (6. f) DAF—IVEER,
Sr MU e (S &6, Uy & Ep)IT Lo TUF DL S ITR LTz,
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Sa2
ZOFEZLDANT A—F M TAT— A NREEIC—EHT DT TR, @D A X
— T A= EEATEOREIZITELS R Z ERMFFTE 5, 0. o, vy, KO0 1L NM+E
[FA%IZ 0.1, 0.1, 1, &UN0.1 & L7z,
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523 RBEIFERL Y ) LUA Fv—I—EETE
ave Y EIVTRCHKTEBIL (e B VBT R[av e V) 174 %ML B%R
Bt 176 Rtz vz, 20 BIL RHITREEMEIRTEETA X7 /) LU Y=k
=Bt X TV 5 (Maetal. 2002), = @ BIL Z#EICIIT D 162 HELL O FREE SR K
FEZR OE s & s T hitp://www.rgre.dna.affrc.go.jp/jp/ineKKBIL182.html (235 T
ARHENTND, v—I—IZET2 OO LB TN DHE > T\, ZiIvhORFEIE 2007
D 2009 FFIZF\UN T 6 BRI, A5 9 BREEIZ RV THEE S 4L DH Aitik S iz (£ 5.2),
T HHEEERBIIIUN R PR FFE O LA BZEEZ. NARO OISR 1 RS BRBEHIN
WFFEFT O RANFHLE LI &> TThi, REK KRR RLERDANFED D 2Rk S h
oo BIHFHABRIIABREEICH N T 2 RET AT, FLERO KBS LITLBIZ S, 2
FAEDOFEE & 1 FAE DA DR & FIFRIZH O LB END /A ADKRE S DR TR
HTEMBZ LN, FBREICBWTRBMEN LV D nWKEZREA L UTHERL
7o 13541072 DH O34 1% 5.1 12 L7e,
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#*52 HIHERBR OB
Location Year® Ave. mean daily temperature (°C)/ Emergence # evaluated
photoperiod (h) date genotypes”
June July Aug.
Tsukuba 2007 21.8/145 229/143 27.4/135 17, May 176
2008E 20.6/14.5 25.6/14.3 25.4/135 2-11,Apr. 176
2008L 20.6/145 25.6/14.3 25.4/135 25,June 176
2009 21.4/145 25.0/143 249/135 30,Apr-2,May 176
Ishikawa 2008 20.8/14.6 26.7/143 26.4/135 24-27,Apr. 176
Fukuoka 2008 22.2/14.3 29.1/14.1 275/13.3 5,June 171
Ishigaki 2008 28.6/13.6 29.5/13.5 29.5/13.0 27,June 166
Thai
2008 28.1/13.4 28.4/13.3 28.2/129 2,July 148
Nguyen
Ha Noi 2008 28.6/13.4 29.3/13.3 28.1/12.8 18,June 174

aAE, ELLIZZENE N RAE L OWGE 2 3R,
b B EA FF ol s 7K
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7 [ Tsukuba2007 [[Tsukuba2008E |
& Tsukuba2008L || Tsukuba2009
2 1 e Ishikawa Fukuoka

ae o | Ishigaki " Thai Nguyen |
GID B‘O 1:|)0 ﬂzlo 1;0 1(I30 | Ha Noi |
5.1 HEREEICIT HEIFE A% (days to heading, DH) @43, REOZHORKANIZNLEB MM T
HHav e ROH YT ADDHZ R, Tsukuba2007 & U Tsukuba2009 T 7 ADDHIZ = > & 4 U

LRI CThH -7, MimFEOFLEIEThai Nguyen TR L TE 0 . # 1T ADFEHkITFukuoka TR L T\ 5,
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5.24 &7 —ZENT & RERFE
TFEOERI BN E T 57200 T 2T — X 2 HW i 217> 7=, Wiz, FEMTT
IRES) %2 Ll 9~ % 72 6012, 3RO 1 {4k & A2 AME (leave-one-out cross validation, LOO)
Z1To72, 1O BITEREK X ® LOO (leave-one environment-out, LOEO) T& %, Z @ LOO
TIEIODERED OB 1 5&2T —ZnbIRE | L OBRPIZEREEICK T 5 2l s 1o DH
. ol 8REEICB T AEEME O DH O THlT 5, ZHERREICOVWTIT), 2
S B ITE STk % O LOO (leave-one genotype-out, LOGO) T&H 5, Z® LOO TiL 176
BIETEOI L 1 52T —20bRE, ZORPNTZEE FREORREEIZE TS DH % 57%
ST =2 THT 5, ZNEE2BEFRIZONTITY, KBRITER T & BREDOMHA
EEHi X ® LOO (leave-one combination of environments and genotypes-out, LOEGO) T&
5, ZOLOO TiX, 98D b 1K L 176 BB T RO Y b 1 #E 1 RET — 2 bR
&, ol 8 BREE 175 B O T — 26 BRWEREICK T 5 RV 2B s 5o DH
ZTHT 5, ZNERE LB FREAETOMAEHEIZOWVWTITHS, LOEO, LOGO, KT}
LOEGO i, BEABEIE RO RAEREREL T TO, #r LW R ORBR G B 5L T
TO, KU LWIBER T RO RGBT T O FHIGES OGRS KIS T D,

HFEOTHEEIBIRE S DH & TRIS N2 ER O RMSE (2 XV FHII L7z, £
7 T HME 2 BB BR L72BROBRARE B FH R Lz, 1 K0/ SWERBUITHIME O 6

(shrinkage) Z/RET AT, THEMHOIE L LTHE L,

IR L7z & 912 NM O Bayes_ | FZ 4V B R TIEH LWERFREA~OFRINTE 72
W22 LOEO IZBW T DOAMGEE L T2, NM+R T8 NM+E % LOEO THEE L 7= 5413,
NM THE L7 G, o KUBZEIFEL, BFoNIY TIDMEE W TTFRIZIT o 72,

53 MR
531 &7 —FfENT
B2 SN DH & BT LY TEIOIT L V155472 DH OHEEMER D RMSE IZNM T b
INEL L, NMHE Tleb K& otz (£5.3), A A FIETHE SN2 ol 1ITIEFIC
INEL, B TEHEVORIZRIEL TN,

K FETHE SN G, a. . KO Tsukuba2008E T DH (X4 TILDfE) D4y %
X 5.2 TH#E Lz, "A XA FETIIFEROMOYREEZHETEE L THW, G OHEEED
AT FIER CTRLE > THE Y NM IZ X D HEEED i b R F R O ZR B KR E o7 (SD
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=8.5), a & B DOAMITTIEMTORCE > TEH Y, FrZ Bayes | XN Bayes G &, % Dfi
DO TFIEM CHE R ZNBIZE S V7=, Bayes_| & Bayes G (2K 5 a DAL IEMET, gl
RERBEAMZERENL LN (FRFH SD =053 LT00.67), p OHEEMEA 0.5 L 0 /)
Eho B FROEEIX NM, NM+R, NM+E, Bayes Glog. } (" Bayes Elog T*h #
114 %, 6.3%. 11.9%. 45%, MTN17.6 % TH 7275, Bayes_| ¥ Bayes G TlE4<
B SN e hotlz, — I THEHOFEROET VY U R OAEY T~ AR o & BT
HoThbllamio7z (£54~56), ZOZ EITWVTNDO/RT A —4 THilEfs A OHE
EMEORE ZDIEFITFER TR —ETH D Z & 2R LTV 5, Tsukuba2008E ¢ DH
DBIRHIZZTITI NM+R & NM+E TH LT/ S o7z (K5.2), [FEROME MM O BREE T
bl I RERIEREHD

# 53 BT —HRITIZIT D HEEM & BLEMIE R O 5757 (root mean squared error, RMSE) | #
TEMOBEMMEIC KT 2 [EUF1REL (slope) . K ONSA X FIEITE T DRSO T4 )

NM NM+R NM+E Bayes_| Bayes_ G Bayes _Glog Bayes Elog

RMSE (d) 3.6 4.8 6.4 3.9 45 4.0 4.0
Slope 0.96 0.90 0.87 0.96 0.95 0.95 0.95
02 (x107) 2.40 2.73 2.34 2.82

FETHO LTV AEEETEL, NM (Nelder-Mead) . | (Bf747%1) . R (RKHS) . E (EBlasso) . G (#
T = ATH) . KRV log (HSKEER) ZEnThET,
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Days to heading

G Alpha Beta
P at Tsukuba2008E
- 60.5 (8.5) : 1.30 (0.41) :7 5.02 (3.68) « 1201 (14.9)
NM 2 . . wﬂﬂ ©
S a o - o o -m- [Thoo 2
| | B E— — | — — | I ——
50 B0 70 80 90 2 3 4 5 10 15 100 120 140 180
60.6 (7.7) = - 1.30(0.33) . ] 5.02 (3.05) » 119.3 (12.3)
o o o - o -~ =]
50 B0 70 80 90 2 3 4 5 10 15 100 120 140 180
2 7 60.6 (6.6) 1 130 (0.30) © 5.07 (2.77) o _ 118.4 (11.4)
NM+E =1 _&ML - ] ]
Sl -] - .
| | B E— — | — — | I ——
50 B0 70 80 90 2 3 4 5 10 15 100 120 140 180
] 62.4(6.5) . 1.56 (0.53) g - 4.05 (2.41) - ] 121.3 (15.4)
el | Al
=] — o - o - Ll o -
50 60 70 80 90 2 3 4 5 10 15 100 120 140 160
1 |by 684167 "] 1.74(0.67) _ ] 3.12 (1.60) ~ ] 121.7 (15.8)
Bayes_G - | j ”HL | - ]
[=] p— (=R (=R ‘H.IT‘ (=T
50 B0 70 80 90 2 3 4 5 10 15 100 120 140 180
<] dl 63504 - 1.57 (0.44) , | 3.56 (2.73) _ | 121.4 (15.1)
Bayes Glog* ] m”h‘_ B ] m o
1 A - heo .
—r 1 1 1 | N N N | 1 1 1 | I I |
50 60 70 80 90 2 3 4 5 10 15 100 120 140 160
o] 62.9(6.9) = 150(0.38) - 3.98 (2.83) € 121.2 (15.2)
Bayes_Elog * 1 J”ﬂ”‘m‘ ) . NNMM“ -]
-] - - - Jlk e -]
| B E— — | — —
50 BO 70 80 90 2 3 4 5 10 15 100 120 140 180

BT — 2P LHEE SNTEDVRET L/XT A — & L Tsukuba2008E(Z 331 2 ZIFH H ¥ D 434, G. «
BB IFZENENEARERM, RERISME, XOHREISMEZ RS, FHE (EERE Z2XPIOoRL
2o FETHOLNATWDEES X, NM (Nelder-Mead) . | (BEA74751) . R (RKHS) . E (EBlasso) .
G (BuvT7ri—x17581) . KWog (BRIIFER) 22 Eh®kT,

[%5.2
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F54 ST —ANLHEEEINECOFEBTOAET <Y (FA) ROET Yy (FHE) FHBRES

NM NM+R NM+E Bayes | Bayes G Bayes_Glog Bayes_Elog

NM 0.99 0.82 0.91 0.76 0.91 0.88
NM+R 0.99 0.87 0.91 0.79 0.93 0.90
NM+E 0.86 0.9 0.82 0.78 0.87 0.90
Bayes_| 0.93 0.93 0.82 0.91 0.96 0.96
Bayes_G 0.83 0.85 0.78 0.95 0.91 0.92
Bayes_Glog 0.93 0.94 0.85 0.98 0.94 0.96
Bayes_Elog 0.92 0.93 0.90 0.97 0.94 0.97

CIEEARERMEERT, XA AFETHERIAFELZH W, FETHOWLA TV DIEEIE. NM
(Nelder-Mead) . | (BA71741) . R (RKHS) . E (EBlasso) . G (F ¥ 7 v —x1751) . KOlog

(BRI AEH) Z2ThEh®&kT,

#E55 EF—ANLHETEINT a DFERTOAET <Y () BT Y (FHD ARG ES

NM NM+R NM+E Bayes | Bayes G Bayes_Glog Bayes_Elog

NM 0.96 0.83 0.80 0.61 0.81 0.76
NM+R 0.96 0.92 0.82 0.67 0.87 0.82
NM+E 0.83 0.92 0.81 0.73 0.89 0.86
Bayes_| 0.80 0.81 0.8 0.90 0.93 0.95
Bayes_G 0.57 0.62 0.69 0.87 0.84 0.90
Bayes_Glog 0.80 0.86 0.88 0.93 0.80 0.96
Bayes_Elog 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.94 0.87 0.96

BT NESRINN i S

NA AFETEFRAFEZ VWL, FETHOLA TSI SIE, NM

(Nelder-Mead) . | (BA71741) . R (RKHS) . E (EBlasso) . G (H ¥ 7 v —x17581) . KOlog

(B RAEAEH) 2ThEh®kT,
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5.6 BT —HFMNOHEEINZBOTERTOAE T~ (B kO T Y (FH) fHBERE"

NM NM+R NM+E Bayes | Bayes G Bayes_Glog Bayes_Elog

NM 0.97 0.9 0.95 0.87 0.94 0.92
NM+R 0.97 0.95 0.95 0.91 0.98 0.95
NM+E 0.87 0.94 0.91 0.89 0.95 0.96
Bayes_| 0.94 0.92 0.84 0.92 0.95 0.93
Bayes_G 0.83 0.89 0.87 0.89 0.92 0.88
Bayes_Glog 0.93 0.93 0.85 0.96 0.88 0.96
Bayes_Elog 0.92 0.94 0.92 0.93 0.87 0.95

BIEARBISHEEZLRT, XA AFETEHERYHELZ AN, FIETHOLA TSI SIE, NM

(Nelder-Mead) . | (BA71741) . R (RKHS) . E (EBlasso) . G (F ¥ 7 v —x1751) . KOlog

(BRI AEH) Z2ThEh®&kT,
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Bayes |, Bayes G. M U\ Bayes Glog @~/ 2 7#H %, X 5.3 2R LIz LED
R RS ND XD IZEPITSOR L TV e, G, o MO DOHEETHWEZA FaAKRY X
EOFIRMEZRIT 0.38 205 0.72 (Bayes_I). 0.43 72°5 0.74 (Bayes G). MO 0.24 75 0.81

(Bayes_Glog) & BIf7piRE 2~ L7-, Bayes Elog CTHW =25y~ A XL MCMC % fH A
BT HEETFEOHEBRMEHRT 572012, G, &, RUP DR DUMIENS 5 [
PFaEVIR L, G, a. RO O EMIKEM TIZE—HK LB, EHOLT Vv
FHBARENL 099 UL EThH o7, FIENHNRTA—ZITHT H~— I — R OHEEE S X
F-HLTHY, ET7 YU HHBREIT 098 L ETh T,

R RFVEOHFTIL, Bayes_Elog 721F1EG . 6. KU OOEE 2 DS, O F
Dw—h—lZLoTHH SN HEE. ShhWnl GERESH HHlT5, ~—h—

o P
2 & o THB SN0, KBRS A~ — 7 — RO, 2F Y 6 OBEIEY g%, ©
p=1

S E LTRD Tz, ZOGWSG DT A—Z ORI 281413 0.74 (G ), 0.83 (&) .

F0N0.99 (B) Thotz, —FHTNMHE IZBNTH T A— X ORI 5~ —H—n

L L 7e B OB 2 [FERICRD 5 &, 0.60 (G), 051 (o), KTr056 (B) THY, NM+E

D J573 Bayes_Elog L ¥ HEEMEASEREINICH D 2 E 0 RE iz, £72 NM+R TiE 0.82
(G). 064 (a), K069 (B) THHoT-,
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2100

1900

Bayes |

2100 1700

1900

Bayes G

2100 1700

1900

Bayes Glog
| | | | T | T
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

1700

[X]5.3 Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) > 7 /VICE1T 5 5 EobE o#R, MCMCH > 7 /L $11%1,200

THHI D200V > T T NN— A & UTHEED B RV,
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Bayes_Elog THEE S/~ — I —WR AKX 5.4 1R LT, £72 NM+E |2 X 2 HEE(E
HLEDETHRLIZ, WTFROFETS HFE O FEE s 7 OaFICmOEEY 7 %
R L7=, Hd1l (Yanoetal. 1997; Yano et al. 2000) & Hd2 (Yanoetal. 1997) |2 TD /3T A
—ZIZB59 5 Z &A%, Hd5 (Yanoetal. 1997) & Hd6 (Takahashi et al. 2001) X% 24 G
(FEAREREM) & (AEREUSE) . o (REREUSME) & BIZ. HI3 (Yano etal. 1997; Monna
etal. 2002) 1T a(lBI5 T2 Z LBAWVTROFEIIENTH RSN, SHIZNMHEIZE
W L B AEMRIZE (BET 5~ — 57— C14085) | 4 FYEIRIZ G (C12132S & C933),
12 FBYLORIZ o OB (R1684) (RIS 7R ST,
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0 G H H ¥

<+ - Hd6 Hd2 i Hdb

® f Hd3 i Hd1 ¥

~ |

o Monrl 1 wsosodl 1 S oo
Alpha : P §

e | ' P i

= i R

g I N L £ S

- S

o P ¥

= oot o toonciud e oo o Mt

Bayes_Elog

2 - HE '

S ] Log(G) | B T

m_ 1 EI EE

o ' i P

° ' *id

S Pt el SHaociont 4ot A8 Hemlei o iMoo |

O 1 |E

N A : 1 -

< | Log (alpha) * 1

= i P ¥

S | : o P

~ : E T

— 7| Log (beta) i b '

© | i P ¥

O_

S S Silolc i o

[¥5.4 NM+EK (*Bayes ElogiZ & » THEE SHIZDVRE TN T A —Z T H~— 0 —%h 5, Yefafk
XV HOBEZEEZTOD (ENOLAESTENS12FROARE LT BB O E@E s 7271,
Bayes ElogiIDVRET VLN T A — X 5B L L T D720, yllO RENRNM+EE B> TnDH Z &
BMET D, G a. KOBIFENENEALERN, IREBISH:, KORRBIGHEEZ KT,
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532 RZEMGE

LOEO Mt %X 5.5 (27~ L7z, /D RMSE % Bayes Elog THIZ Sz, &2 THORA X
FHET NM IZES S FE (NM, NM+R, KT NM+E) K D/hNE72 RMSE 7R L7z, Al
%L (slope) 23 LICHEWZ EMBHRIND KL 9T, Bayes_| Wi bEHIRRED/NS 72T
21T 572, NM |Z Tsukuba2008E (23T & TR E R THRIERENBIE S, 511
R L72 & 912 Tsukuba2008E T DH [IMEREE L VW B <. £ D7 Z OBREEIZXT % THlE
SMEIZHTZ 0 MEREE L 0 TRINEEECTH D Z & AHELETE 5, LOGO &N LOEGO T,
Bayes_Elog 235/ RMSE KON 1 12 bt W ElRfeEiz <~ L7z (K56 Xr57), —FHT
Bayes_G } U* Bayes_Glog |Z NM (235 < FiE L Y K& 72 RMSE Z 7R L7z, BLEETR VLN Z & (1
NM+E (X LOEO T3 b K& 72 RMSE Z/k L7273, LOGO & LOEGO TlX 2 FHIZ/hE 7R
RMSE %K L7, £ TOTIEIZE VT LOGO 1281} 5 RMSE 1% LOEO £ 0 K& < | #BiK
HDBREE T TH LWBR AU T2 THIAIT O 2 &1k, RBROEE T TR OB T
BUZXIT A FHIZITO 2 L VREECH D Z ERRBI T,
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NM NM+R NM+E

(=} (=] (=]
© |RMSE: 6.2 v © |RMSE: 62 1 © ] RMSE: 7.5
g - Slope : 0.89 v | ©1Slope: 086 v | £ Slope: 0.82
o o A o -
T T I
& 4 ] - |
8 - 3 - 3
8 3 3
g - g - 4 8
. T T T T T T T . T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
Bayes_| Bayes_G Bayes_Glog
% ] ’ g — s % n ‘
~ |RMSE: 5.2 1 ~ |RMSE: 5.6 v = | RMSE: 5.2 o
o o o Av A
€ 7 Slope : 0.94 € 7 Slope : 0.92 g € 7 Slope : 0.92 v
g 2 2
& 1 ] - & -
8 - 3 - 8 -
8 3 8 ,
2 g4 g - 4
. T T T T T T T - T T T T T T T . T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
Bayes Elog
o
0 - s
_ | RMSE: 5.7 v
2 7 Slope : 0.93 0 Tsukuba2007
o © Fukuoka2008
T A HaNoi2008
g + Ishigaki2008
- X |Ishikawa2008
g ¢ ThaiNguyen2008
- v Tsukuba2008E
g Tsukuba2008L
% Tsukuba2009
% —

T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180

[45.5 1BREEHk & & 7%MGE (leave-one environment-out cross-validation, LOEO) D%, & FIEIZ DUV THEL
SE (xih) & FHME (yil) 27wy b L7z, BBIILS1OM A, By FRIZEIRERR 2R3,

it (RMSE) & THIEDBEEIZ 3 2 Rt (slope) ZXHITR LIz, FHETHOW LA TV
71Z. NM (Nelder-Mead) . | (Hf71751) . R (RKHS) | E (EBlasso) . G (FV 7 v —xNATH) |

K Wlog (HARHEAEM) 2xhEtn®kd,
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NM+R NM+E Bayes G
3 P 2 4 . 8
- |RMSE: 8.4 - - | RMSE: 7.6 | - | RMSE: 9.4
€ -Slope : 0.82 € 1 Slope : 0.84 e € 4 Slope : 0.84
g - g g g v
- - - u]
S 8 8 ’
o o o
e S S
8 - 3 3 3
o _| o o _| 2
© © @ B
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
Bayes_Glog Bayes_Elog
o o
@ — ’ W - 4
~ |RMSE: 9.1 v , ./ ~ | RMSE: 74 o
o A o VI
2 7Slope:0.86 gv .. € - Slope: 0.87 v 8 Tsukuba2007
i "H‘% - - < v Vv © Fukuoka2008
g o g * A HaNoi2008
o o : + Ishigaki2008
C < X Ishikawa2008
g | g | < ThaiNguyen2008
- - v Tsukuba2008E
2 g - ® Tsukuba2008L
* Tsukuba2009
2 . A By
. o
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

XI5.6 18k & 225 (leave-one genotype-out cross-validation, LOGO) DR, 4 FikIZHW T
BEME () & PHME (yiilh) 270y b U7c, ERHEIIOMEZ . Ry PRRIZRENRERZ RS, FH
A (RMSE) & FIMEDOBZMEIZR ¥ 5 FRE (slope) ZXTHI R LTz, FETHWLRTWS
i 51%. NM (Nelder-Mead) . R (RKHS) . E (EBlasso) . G (H 77 v h—x1474) . KWog (H
SRR HR) TR,
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100 120 140 160 180

80

60

100 120 140 160 180

80

60

NM+R NM+E Bayes_G
_ 2 8 .
RMSE: 9.2 | - | RMSE: 86 | | RMSE: 96 ; -
p o ’ , o . pe
1 Slope : 0.77 " 1 €7 Slope:0.79 ;- - Slope:0.83 v .-
B 2 o = T
- ] &
- 38 3
i 2 3
i 2 - 3
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
Bayes_Glog Bayes_Elog
[=]
- s o — 7’
RMSE: 9.4 v ] ~ | RMSE: 80
P o P
1Slope: 0.83 _%¥ | - Slope:0.85, ¢ w7~ O Tsukuba2007
Y o WY Y Vv o Fukuoka2008
- <t — .
X 7 - v A HaNoi2008
i v g | + Ishigaki2008
- X Ishikawa2008
_ 3 < ThaiNguyen2008
- v Tsukuba2008E
4 4 2 q ® Tsukuba2008L
< * Tsukuba2009
4 5 g 4 &

T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180

T T T T T T T
60 80 100 120 140 160 180

[XI5.7 1ERER - s R G DEH & A2 MGE (leave-one combination of environments and genotypes-out

cross-validation, LOEGO) D#E5, & FEICOWTHEIZME (ki) & FHIfE (yil) 272> b Lo, fil
FIRFLIDOME A . Ry MRRUTEDFESR 2R3, ) 5 E (RMSE) & PRI OBIZEIZ 5T 5 [ElR iR
(slope) ZXHIZR Lz, FIETHWOLEA TV SHEES1E, NM (Nelder-Mead) . R (RKHS) | E (EBlasso) .

G (o7 —xM758]) . KWlog (HIRKIEEW) Z=Z2nZhRT,
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N ZAFETEH TR SN DH OFZSBEHET 22 LN TE D, ZOFERDH
DRI REENEEZ TR D202, BREMGEEIZIBWT, Blggsi/ (ED) DH 2MEH
KRNCE ENTHEEEFHE L (£ 57, WTNORERIHECBNTYH, 2 TOFEN
RO AW N EE L TWD Z EPURB S Lz, W/MEEIL LOEO THHE Th - 7223,
LOGO & LOEGO Tl Nl X RIE IS REFn S Tz,

#25.7 11X 22 ZEREE (leave-one-out cross validation, LOO) (2B W CHIZR S 7= (o) EIFE H % (days
to heading, DH) 7235 FH X & a7 s

LOO Bayesian mean Credible interval

schemes® methods®  Posterior SDY 95 % 90 % 80 % 70 % 60 %

LOEO G 1.9 (+0.9) 0.46 0.40 0.32 0.25 0.18
Glog 1.7 (0.7) 0.44 0.37 0.29 0.22 0.18
Elog 1.6 (+0.5) 0.42 0.35 0.26 0.19 0.14
LOGO G 8.6 (+4.9) 0.86 0.78 0.69 0.60 0.51
Glog 9.7 (£5.8) 0.93 0.88 0.78 0.69 0.57
Elog 6.0 (+2.5) 0.86 0.78 0.69 0.58 0.49
LOEGO G 8.6 (+4.9) 0.83 0.77 0.67 0.58 0.49
Glog 9.9 (+6.0) 0.91 0.86 0.76 0.65 0.56
Elog 6.1 (£2.5) 0.84 0.76 0.65 0.55 0.46

TED LOO0 HGREIZIRB W TS | FBREEICH T 5 H BT O DH OFROMAN TR SN D, Blgshiz (B
?) DH 3 HEH M OERXEICE ENTHELFE L,

®LOEO. leave-one environment-out cross-validation ; LOGO. leave-one genotype-out cross- validation; LOEGO,
leave-one combination of environments and genotypes-out cross-validation

‘G, Bayes_G ; Glog, Bayes Glog ; Elog., Bayes_Elog

‘DH O FEHFAE(RFZED FE (FEAER )
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54 B
AWFFETIIARDODHEZDVRET IV EST ) I v 7L 7 g VICBWTRELTERES )
LTA RFPRUFELE ZMARDEEHEAET AVERBELTTRILZ, HEET /L (Bayes G,
Bayes_Glog, &% U Bayes Elog) % 2 By (NM+R, NM+E) K TVET /3T A —X OHEE
FIENRHEI2D 250 DVR ET /L (NM KO Bayes_|) &l L7=fE%, DVRET /L L7
LU A FPRIFE (EBlasso) Z A Xftit OV THiA L72E7 /L (Bayes_Elog) D
3, PROEMHS ., MHIORE, MOZERGRER COZEEN DRI E Lol
Bayes_Elog |% DVR &7 /WZEED & HEEW IR E L7 FiETH S5 28, DVR £7 /37
A =B OWEEE T A SR Y ZETITo> TNDHTEDIZ, DVRET LV EITR R D
BB RO ST DOVEY T LIk LT Bayes Elog & RIEEO FEITEHAARETH A 9,
F72 DVR ETNNRTA—=ZIZKT DY ) DUA R~ —0— W% @l 72 2555~ A RYET
HELTWDLTEDIZ, RIA—FHO~Y— D=L THZOFHE X MIREL<IX
EH LW, ZOLDIEMET NV EST ) LT A RTPRIFEE S DHE T Bayes_Elog @ X
IBRMEET VU TIIABRIORDMARLEMAEZITOICETLITHAH, — 5T
Bayes Elog & [ UlRlJRFi%E (EBL) Z U= 2 Befik, S 0 NM+E 13 X 9 fEofEm i

HIZHBb LT (BIZEX 5.7), BEY 7L (KRERRERO~v—T—) BNEBIE
SNHMMIZH -7 (K 54), LNLBEAFTEDLHERNOITIINE DT T FARED
Gz HWrT 5 Z LT LV, AUFE T TRNICER 2 S DE T, MEGET /LD QTL
B 7RI 2R b EBRIEWETH 5,

LOEO 12817 5 NM @ 71 9 BRBE | Tsukuba2008E Ti b o7 (Z DEREET

DO RMSE 1£12.6), Z ®EE: FTONM DO T HIIZRKHS (- F » NM+R) % 7213 EBlasso (NM+E)
ERLAA DD T & THE S 7z (Tsukuba2008E T RMSE (#1274 9.4 K10 11.0), &
DEFEIZBZE 5L DVRET AR T A—ZDONMIZ L DHEEMEICE EN TV ) A XEbrE
LIclehThA D, ZOZLIFMB52ITREND K H1IT, NM+R LN NM+E (2 L 2 HEEfE
IZBWCEETHMOSENBD L2 20D bR End, L LR bMEREcoT
WL 7 DERE D 2 TE(E L, NM+R LT NM+E O 2B T RMSE [k S
Nipo7= (X 55), Yinetal. (2000) T4 4 L X DU E K O34 A~ A & B O & s 7
IZOWTRARBORE F TP L728HA. QTL MOHEE LRI A—XEH\5H 2 & TIE
e Smma L7z s LCunb, Lol —J7 Nakagawa et al. (2005) Tl %D HFE DO ¥
HNZBWCREBRD TRIZATo7c & ZAEMI DB Lic, 77 7 FROBIEHIZONTDH
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R DFE NG STV 5D (Uptmoor et al. 2012) , Uptmoor etal. (2012) (X1ERE S B ©
HHE LT, RS TORVWINE RO QTL BFET H 2 L &, QTL R OHEENR
EMTHDHZLEEFT TS, ¥ LT, Fv—h—%FRIZEKE LTHWS Z & THHE
1$H HRRER CTE 72 Th A 5 A3, EBlasso TN RKHS & THIME 2 #if < & 5 ERIkER F
ETHDHI0, HBEFLITEY NM+R L ONNM+E O FRIGEINZHEBLI-TH A 5,

NM (ZHD < FiE &~ ZAFEOHXTAY R THIO M S 1L LOO OFHIZ LV i
572, LOEO TiZ NM+R & NMH+E [T THORA XA FYEL Y K& 72 RMSE 278 L7243, i
FE1T LOGO MUY LOEGO (238 Tl Bayes G KON Bayes_Glog & 0 /N X W MEIEFRIZEED
RMSE Z/Rr L72, NM+R & NM+E O FHIEDBIZEIC ) 5 [BUFHRE (slope) (34 LOO
TARAZXFELIV/NSS  DHOTRER X VMR L TWD Z PRI ENTz, HI3EDT
VHELT F LA NOFRIZEN TR L O, MERREITTFEE Y O T X LRI
S E . TOFIEOHEE AL T AT bND, MHTETNHEOSHKERD S5
Z LI K IR EZ I S 729 (Hastie et al. 2009) . LOGO K& O LOEGO (281 5 NM+R
& NM+E OFIRIFZ B 72 PRIFE R ISR LD 2 EnB 26Nz, 7272 L DVR 7 /b
IRT A —Z OREKNTHE LB FERICKT 5 TH (DF D LOGO KT LOEGO) [ZIXTA %)
Toh 50, KRBROBRE TR 5 BEMEE AUk 5 Tl (LOEO) IZIEAZh Tik/avy,
T TRENDETNANT A—ZRREEICTII R BEFRHIICEAE THLHZ ENLTAL
WCTH 5D, KBRS F COBEMBEMEFRUCKH T2 FHIT, /A4 XOBREETT O HAE.
MWALRRAEDO AL T 22 BT X 9 e FiE, BIZIX CART (B3 EDOT X LT+ LA RD
M ZEZR) RN VETND L,

Bayes_Elog (322 2 ZE%IZ B3 & 3 Bayes_ G & U~ Bayes_Glog X ¥ IERE R il 2R
L7z, 25 FEMO RMSE ©71E LOGO & LOEGO, 2 F Vi LWz Rzt L TP
MEITHOGAIC X VIEEE CTHo7-, Bayes Elog & 2 FHEDZED 121X, 7/ MMEHRO H W
HldH D (F5.1), Bayes Elog &= DAl 2 Fik & O AYETFE, EBlasso & RKHS, d7&
ERZDTENTEDH, NMH+E 2313 YD LOGO 2 TN LOEGO © NM+R X 0 FHINIEME TH
HZLuEBEZDE, EBlasso D H RKHS X 0 A2 THWZHE TD DVR E7 /L/37 A
—HZOFHNIITHEL TWEDTHAH, FHIFETRLEZL HIC, EBlasso [T B A X 2 A
RO EITRKHS KV EREWIEfESZ R L, ZERAZ U ARH H551E,. QTL 73472 <
FEE Y POV A ZXH/AE 0 (100 205 300) HEIZ RKHS KV &WIEfE S 2~ 3l A 23 &
Do T IOTRIEA FOHFEHICOWTIE, o000 @B (a2 ORI EE R &E %
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RIELTWDZ L, ROBENSDRIOMHAEIERNZ OFE & RFTEIGICEE TH D Z L2
IR S LT S (1zawa 2007; Tsuji et al. 2011) , (HFEHIOFREIIZ = B X & & AR T U,
EBlasso OENMEIZILEGHIDELD QTL K OVNE T — XA XL DT ENRBEZ LT,
— 5, MEENIT 5 QTL ZRDOIEFIENEN DVR E7 MZB W THHREBE N T
WA BIX, /XTI A—=ZITxFT 5 QTL ZhRIE DH IZxf3 54 &L 0 HAEINEYTH 5 rleefk
HLEZ LN, YNVHACBITDHY I 2 b—a VAR TIEL, FINMZh RO % FF> QTL
NOAEMET Va2 L CERIG FROHEEROET Y VIR AETH D Z L AVRIRST
V% (Chapman et al. 2003), Bayes_Elog & Bayes G &% Uf Bayes_Glog & @& 9 1 DDFHE
IZ. Bayes_Elog ® 7 DVR ET /L 8T A —H | ZxF L CREENEHEZHEEL TWDEIZH D,
Bayes Elog T3 /X7 A —HIZBWT~—I—ICX 0 ZDO0EBREWEIG TSN
DO, ZOFEOWNTREENIE Z D BIEA T 20 0h L,

DVR EFNART XA —% G, o, KOPIL 0L EICHIBS W TWD70I10, HaE
TIZEBW T TIMYN 2 FRi0MM E LTHWD Z & & BB D 2 SO k&R AT,
ATE DR FIZZ DE— KRR BOWENES TIERWZOIZ, AFETIT72 L9 18H
ONUOHEEE X572 61E, HLBEOEHEREFFOFEFMDMENNDLERH LR TH D,
FHE, Bayes_| IZBWT G, o, KUP DOFEFIHAMOIEZE 100 512 L CEEHRRFFTHOAM

SiF7=& 2 A, LOEO 28175 RMSE 13 5.2 205 12.1 12880 L 7=, Bayes G % Bayes_|
L VITEBTH o703, 1L [A] UALEEC LOEO (23317 5 RMSE 1% 5.6 225 6.0 (28N L
7o AT, TIMVN IZIERR 341 & 0 K& Il L 720 2 R0 /3T A — 2 OFRI A IS
RAlETHAH, K52 TrLZEHIZ, Bayes | O Bayes G THEE L7=p Dorfild, it
FIEOZNEFHALMNCEZ2 > T2, L NM X Bayes_Elog THEE S 7=k 5 2B D%y
HiDNEDGARIZITN D THILIE, Bayes | X° Bayes G T 0 [ZiTV B & EHEICHEE T D Z &M
LW L3S Lo 0 YRR DS BB KR, % OB IERL AR )
HBRELABST DHBICAMERRTH D, AR TIT L DDET LD TIIED/NT R
— 2 b [ CHEDO R0 2 DTS, ARIIANT A—=ZHITREFRTH D, BT,
KBTI ITITE Y H LivZend, G Rallid TIMVYN BN LD #Edns Litiu,
TrMVN x5 A8 i 5 ik e LT, B (surrogate) /T A —X & W5 HiERE
25D, BIZIEREATA—ZONLEDNRTA—F 9 ICUTOL ) RBEKTERS
LT 5,
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- [@if 6>0
Hzgeﬂ:{owéso
ZOXEIRRIENRTA=FF00006 1 OMICHIBRSNLT VABEEZET VT HT2HOICH
WHENTWD (Coop etal. 2010), = D HFEDOFEIT/ST A—H OE 012720 155 51T,
ZAUT TIMVN ORI TIIARAIREZR 2 & Th 5,
ANA ZHEE DOFRD 1 DEFREDOFZRSWIHEE TE D RICH D, 5T TRS
N5 E 912, LOEO IZBWTHE L DH OFE S BILIEFICE/ NS TR0, A
EOEFEEIFERWEE X B D, — 5T LOGO X° LOEGO TidFFiZ Bayes_Glog (235 TH
BT DRREAFNZ2MEAZH LTz, Bayes Elog [ZLdD A XFE L0 FHFOAMIC
L DNTRA=2HFZATEY, PRIORHEEEDS LFR$5 2 08B, DH O
RARMENR 21T D 2 PIEERIEDV NS oTe, L LRDRL LD EL O~—T—%EHW\i
AT (FRoE) D EAT LML H D,

55 MHE

70 AU A RPHICIIBREERAEBE LW, RRBRORE TIZB T 2 DOREL
WMETRHTHZERNULIXLERETH S, —HTEMET VEHWESGA, BREH#R? O
K Z TR TE L6000, KABROBE TR T2 FRIZITO Z LT TE R0, A4
FETILMFH DR B A D 12D, A R HEH TR O 72D DOIEYE T 1T % Developmental
rate (DVR) ET/MIZT ) AUA Rv—J—IFREHREG LI R TRIET V2 BR%E LT,
9 DOBREE TS SN LA ARt EN 2 VT, £ D THIEES 2 DVR 7 /L&
DVR ETNWIRT A =R %7 ) LT A Rv—H—|ZElmT 25 2 Befk & bl U7z, Pk
B 3O AZAMGE, 1BRER =, 1 BinFilkE, RO1BRE S 1 B FROMARAED
R E DREMRGETIT o 7o, ZORRNTIORZZERFEIZHBNTH, DVR ET/L/RT A —
B al ) BT A R~—h—Zalg L. = DO~——%hH % Extended Bayesian lasso TE7 /L
INTA=Z LRIRICHEE T DMEET V0N b IEMR Tl Z 5 272, 202 LI3EMDE
BT HICBITAHAEET Y 7 OARHZ R L TERY | 5% 03 b7 5878 K O H
NSNS,
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AR TIIRT ) MMEREFMA LIS R BRETFE, 7/ Iy 7k 7 a ROV A
U A RBSEMENT 2 L0 ERORTIEE T 572010, § 2 BTIET ) 274 RPHEORT
LU A RBEEMNTOT-DO@E®E Y 7 b7 =7 OR%, 5 3 BT A RBHATHOT-DHD
TRFEICET DGR, 8 4 B CIXBRENREICKT 57 7 LMEHRE AW RG2S
TAOMEE, F L TH 5 ETIHRE LAY AMERm TICESS KRB PR OO DFEF L
B 21T o 7o, Fam CIlb 72 L9 ICHERITMEFRIRFEICIZ 6N R L TEL, ZL
THEFTIFIEO R R ITFFE DIEYO MRS T HEROBRRICEE L 6T 2 &8 T
&5, EOTCORMIETH LN ITERICT — 2 2o To A 20T RS/ 72
HRERVIGD EEZDBND,

F2ETIIEN A KIEICHE SN T ) 2V A FRREITD V7 b =T ZB% L
V3al—valrE@LTEOMEETM LT, 7 AU A RREBIZBWTESRA Xk
IZ XK DRT A= ZHEED EOFLEZ YD, & 9 sV Tl Carbonetto and Stephens (2012)
ICFELVY, EFE 51T BayesC & [A LEUFET MATBWNT, B4 A XL MCMC Z ik L
TV, ZORER, ZEBOMBEMER (FHERE 0.2 D) HEITES~A AETEE L
F% 534 & MCMC I & 2 EfERFRAMITIEFITENb 00, ARGV (FARIFR% 0.8
D) GElE, By A A K D HFR S MIT AR OFBE O & SITHRT 5 RS A
KL W Z 2R L TWD, ZOZENRITT ) 2TV A RTHICEWTE X D8
LTINS OO, KIFFEDE 2 3 CTHWZ QTLMAS & 15 [H U — 27 > 9 v 7O F —
Zty FTIEL BV A D ~— T — OB OMERHEIZ T 040 TH Y . OB
J LT A RPHEOBEEBIT DT IUCB W T S NS ol B2 biLd, £DO—F,
5 3 8 CH T2 A R FRAE N TR~ — & — ] O BER SR O ek 13744 0.72 (r = 0.52)
Thh, ZOZENTHUOEMHIICEEL X T-ABHEEEZ NS, L LN
ARA RYEIZHS 2 Blasso X° EBlasso O T#IlaE 711& Rl U iERIKENF F1L T % Lasso <> ENet
EE IR, Y alb—va rFHICE o TE EBEls T, BB OMRBENE S
AR KL D TFHNCH 2 D BIIAMIE CIIRB SN holz, £HENA XEEHAN
L6 DR O—DXRATE~DINK TH 575, 5 5 BT LI2/EWET /v & EBlasso
& DFEET /L Bayes_Elog ([T WWT, ER D WA OV IR LERE LSS HIRIER LT

151



NG BT Z &, F£7- Bayes_Elog (2 X 2 TN AT 2 TOREMRIE TR S IEMTH -
2 e, JRFTEASOIRIET ) 50 A FEYFIZEBW TR E 2 REIC 2 & 7 AT REdE
MRS NTe, LU o ~—70 =508 U 7B DI X 0 J[FTiE~DOIRA K Y
RERMBLRDREM G H D, £ DT=HEE 2 B THIE L7Z VIGOR (2B W T HAIHIE 2 7
YEDERT DA T a BN, B D WIHMED S Bl b P RER K OIS D
WD EZEZBND, REBITFESFEMTORRBIIARE LI, R —r ¥ —(C
L0 PE T & S HEESIEIIR BRI HE 2. (Mardis 2008) . Z AR L7z @ g~ — 01—
DORE L BIRFRPREIXERETH AW LU TS (Poland and Rife 2012), 727 T
Ik F 1000 7/ A7 =7 b (Kaiser 2008) (Z72 5\ 1,000 SEDOFEHELIZHOWTZED
BRIV ZRET D7y =7 FH#EIT LTV 5 (Daetwyler et al. 2014), & D 7= DK
RO~ — T — Z R EH IR L 7o KRB E AL O PRI, £ 72 QTL OERRITS % H HE
IR E 725, VIGOR ORI KO K% 2 9 LTeBEDMRRITSL S Z E RIS D,
—JF, BN OIEMRTIEEEZNEFRE LY 7 by =T ORBIZOW TSR bET T
WS ERBHDLEBEZBND,

WIETIXT VTR A RTBWTH ) AT A RPRINERICBWCTH R i &
RV HZEER LT, £T8 205 ) AUA RTPRITFEE, TOVEEOEE 9 >OF
EEERL, Yab—rvaryr—ZZBLTENLOFEOEAFMAEZALNIL, £
KO A XET TRAMMDIEMIZB N T O AR RIERZRUE Lz, RBAVFE T Ld
D 9 FEZIY BTN, BatF R OB EE O3 BFIZ B Tk x 22 TIEOO IZ 08T
BN A ERBSNTWD, RIFFETHRY EiF o= FiE0 5 b, A% EBEFIZEBNT
HEEMENET AR S L D=2 —T Ry NU—I NETF b N5, HERITFER
ZZ & 7- Deep learning (Hinton et al. 2006) <> Extreme learning machine (Huang et al. 2006)
7 T FRICEEERRRIC B W T R EZ R L TV D, AR TH - Te A X DFET— X
TILIERIEIERYR T35 TH 5 RKHS <° RForest 28 FLER ) B AT 72 dg 2 s LCR 0 | [REEIC
MM E RO NS FIEDT 7 AT A R P RI~Om IS FEF I BBREN,

FAFCTITRENEIIBNTT ) AU A RTPHNAERFIETH S BLUP LY AHT
o LER LU, BERICEBWTIMERCREBOBRO X 512, BISHE AR ET
BHRERO 7 0 — RIS TR T 5 2 LN TERW2D, WARNTEIZHIZ R 5
EAS BEHERRICIB O THEM IV IZD2 0L AEL D Z LIk D, TODRETIRIT
FON~—H—Tx ) XA TRENTORY, DFE YRS MERITRZ 72 O E D
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ZLAFIET D, — W72 ) LT A RTPRITIRST ) LR & RBVUTE R 5 2 FF & L
PRI D Z LM TERND, ZD X ) RRBRTLER LR WEREZ 0 &5 ITH
AT 20, &0D ZLITBMEREEROREL SR 5, AW TILZ OMEL RIS 572
12 sSGBLUP % FHN 223 (MLIT & A Ztit DMt 2 THHRAVIZ AR 24T 9 F-1% (Fernando
etal. 2014) HIREINTEY ., ABRIIINO FEMOLK S MNE LR D725 5, AMFFET
13 3 SDOKAFE., BMS, CW, KU REA IV EF7223, 2095 HFFIZ BMS I RE
FRICBWTZNETEAWICKRINTELETHY . BLIZEZ < OMBESREWVREN &
ALTWDEFE R D, — 7 CHEIAMECEZNRMER L BRORMILFIRICEWN T L E
BRI OEIIRBFAAEDOHES b H > ThHhEVWUBERNBEAL TR, TDIHT )
LERERNTZBROEERITIZO X S RWEIZRICEHTOL EEZXbND, 122D
KO EICOWTHR T 256, ICRUBRZED TELEEIZOWTHERE TS
RERH DD, ZDTDITT 1 DOBEDOHEZBES 20 TIERL, ZIREEHS 7/ L
UA RFPRET NV ERLDVLENR DDA D,
H 5 BT/ b LREIFHRM T DR Z THT 5 FIEZHICREL, £h
DA R PRANCBWTEHATH L Z AR LTc, READISE L NI L HREAL O
A& ITHEIZBWTHEHETH Y | BREEE 7 MMEROM T 2 B [E L - #GH FH T HlE
TMI RIBEEEBPREL 2D ETPRENDISH, KV EERZEL TV EEILRD,
£lLFE, KERY—7 2P —HBOPTEOHERIC LY . DNA, RNA, % /N7 8|
R, BONTEED 2 EICOVWTORBEBRPEEICH/EOND LIRS TER, 7/ 4
(genome) & EHIA (phenome) 721F TIXR W I B EEERHEHRIZA I v 7 A (omics) T
—Z LIRS AL, ORI MIIEME R AGB G L R T 57008 s U THER 24
T35 (Shinozaki and Sakakibara 2009; Berry et al. 2011; Berg 2013; Deshmukh et al. 2014)
Nagano et al. (2012) 135 CHEF S 724 2D mRNA BHEOEFH N, KJIECBER ED
REBROBEBELZMWTPHITEL2 22 RLE, 2OZEEFAI VI AT —ZITELIZ
BREH M2 LG DO iER DB R TRIE 7 L O R Z R L T D, F 7RG
EMEZIEE L LT ) LU A FREMGT L6121 b7 E 1w 22 (Riedelsheimer et al.
2012b; Wen et al. 2014) <> = (Chen et al. 2014) THEIN T\ D, —F TEREM TR
ONWTIE, I v 7 AT —=Z O TIERBBUGE DR EEMITEES < PRI A 2 (Redestig
etal. 2011) <° b 71 =¥ (Riedelsheimer et al. 2012¢) ., &% ' # (Rohart et al. 2012) D%
FRETHESN TS, 29 WVolctkx REHEOFEROFHEICL Y ENLEMEHICE
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FE~FIHTE DAREMEDN IR 2 — 5T, 2 b OMEIE 2 FEEOFE R, Fl 2 I1X8REE & FE
TG, 3 D WITRHTPEY & RERER, RS\ B2 ET Y v 7 2R BTV 5,
ARBFFETIE 3FHEDIEH, DEV 7/ &, B, ROEFAEREHES LT L2 B35 -
BEL. TOFAMEZ R L, SEEOEREZFFICET Y o 7T R AT INETITIFE
AERL BN THD, A%IFIZH LT e —F2RE S, BEER. 7/ LEHR.
LOFRGANCZOMA I v 7 AT —FZWVIAATE XV AFENRET ) v 72T 52
& T, KR BN R E R 2 Rl TR B 2 bl d,

AETIFET ) LMEREBETIERT 27200V 7 MU =7 %28 2 TR L
F3ERN 4 EIIBWTENENA XK RY VOERT —F 2 HNTET ) AMEREBHIC
EHT2ARMEEZRL, £ LTH S5 BTIIRY / AEHICERENGTRAZ N X 7o 7efia
THOFRERZ R LT, HIBEXN4 B CTORINZZEOEAEEZEELTH, 5%ET )
LIEBRDPEED OFEFEEL X Z TNV ZEITMFELFTRADH7EAH ), ZIUTINZE 5 HTHRE
L2 XD BRBRESCMOA I v 7 AMEREIMZTZHAEETT U o T NERBRITTERITHIE ST
WS EBDND, LINLARREE D W filc 2T VOFiEL ERICHRE~FIH L T
KT=lTid, & 2 BT LKL O REITHEWLT @SN ORE LY 7 hU =T B
HEelD, MDOTEMIRBMOLNPFETE I, EIPOMEIFEREATFEITIR A2
WEHEE, OF VB FRREO R~ DOEH B FRICHER T 2 72 DI FiE 238
RIEEEA~LICHLTE L, RICEBTFHEZBETEL L0220 ST/ A
T A NP OBEMNT & W o Tt FIENFIH SN D L 91T o 7o, EMIZIBWTHEL
LZREL FINITMESRICHE 2 TV D, 2D RICAD ZHEEELAEWE RN O BEREICHB W T
AR Z G D 720121, MEHFET VR OHEEFRIE, S oIz al ik T 57
DDV T N =T ORBENEBRETETEHEIIRDLITHA D,
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7 BiEE

AT 25T Lim L HET DICH 72V, f7EHE Th 2 B KPR PR A m A
FERHERE - BRESAEW FHILAWRE P E OB BEEREIR N S I3 O THEE D
BEZEW, ZOREHED TEREHOBEZR Lo, £2FNEEO FE AR K
ORBZEMBUZ O EZHED DIV EBE IS E AN LI 2 THEEZERT 5,
RSO 2B CTIRW T R AZEZ . RO R PR 7 B8 SE R R 70 78 B 1 e
TR O FEEZ ., BRR PR TR MR T JE R E A= BT A2 P oo e
B2, KOG KRR TPt A fn SR BE R A ZE B St =2 e BT B - s B O MR B B
IARER THEME RS TAWZ Z EICESEH T D, B 3 ETHWICHAKRRT — & 242
i U CTHW 2 R - Bl 2E BT O I 20 e b [ DU [ R 36 7 o & — o H BN
T+, REAEMERMEET OILAEER L MF R R PR PR R B SR At
> B — O LIRHFACHE RS K S HBRIC S Z OB EE Y THEEZE L2V, LEREE
BRI A 3 O IR OBBHIREEIZHOWT b 2 ZHERIEW-, F 4 =ML
BEMEOT — & 224t U CIHW - — BB N F &t B3 & O R SR A e
=IO EEY THEEZRT D, WHERNDORmBRE 72 LTS % 558
THZEIIARARETH T, 5B THWE BIL 7 —# Z#t L TIHV - U KRR FRE
SR IERE B IR E R P OB BRI B2 - B E RTINS T IR 0 )1 1
B, ROEEREEINIEFTOERNFHLE LI OB ERT 5, BANFILE LI
X7 — 2R Tl < | IWEFAIE Z 8 U TA 2 OEWFERIRIEIZ DWW T b ZHERTEW -,
FIgE A D EIZ SR L CIEW T AMIE PR EOE A K=K TFHFFEEICH 20
BA ) CTEUEMOE AR LTIV, BZICEOES RN THICBWIKEZ 5 2§07 T
SN EE DO AERCIEE DT #ICH Z 2 THEEZRT D,
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