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TR, EXEEREINERIRT, HNEEN SR BERELN, MBHETREAA
KBEG N SN AR A S TEK, ELIFERASN CEEE, TATMSTAE
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ABSTRACT

Linear mixed models provide a powerful means of genetic analyses. However, for many traits of
economic importance the assumptions of linear responses, constant variance, and normality are
questionable. So methods for continuous data are not appropriate for discrete data. Many economically
important characters in livestock vary in a discontinuous manner but are not inherited in a simple
Mendelian fashion. These traits are presumably controlled by polygenes with expressions modified by
environmental effects like quantitative traits, Owing to the recent advances in marker techniology, the
molecular dissection of heritable gquantitative traits into their individual Mendelian components or
quantitative trait loci (QTL) is now possible, and novel statistical techniques to detect and map
individual genes affecting quantitative traits have been developed and subsequently refined. However,
most QTL mapping methods share a common assumption that the phénotype follows a normal
distribution and hence are not appropriate for categorical traits. Thus, new methods are needed for QTL
mapping for categorical traits.

Generalized linear models (GLM) have attracted considerable attention over the years. GLM is
extend from ordinary linear mixed models, and can deal with discrete or continuous data conveniently.
It differs from linear mixed model in that it focuses more on the inverse link function to model the
relationship between the linear predictor and the conditional mean. GLM provide a flexible way to
maodel production traits which do not satisty the assumption of a linear mixed model.

In this study, methodology of genetic analyses and QTL mapping for discrete traits in livestocks
basing on the framework of a generalized linear model was present. The parameters were estimated
using Maximum Likelihood method. The efficiency and power were compared with the linear model.
The factors of influencing genetic analyses and QTL detection efficiency were simulated in this study
too. Daughter design with multiple families was applied, and the number of segregating population is
500. From the results of simulation study, following conclusions can be derived. (1) GLM has a great
advantage in heritability and breeding value estimation, and has nice accuracy for discrete traits. (2) The
accuracy of estimation of heritability depended on the true heritability and incidence of the trait directly.
(3) GLM can be extended for different situation such as general populations. (4) The GLM method has a
certain advaptage in location estimation and power of QTL mapping, and has nice efficiency and
accuracy for ordinal traits. (5) The accuracy of QTL mapping largerly depended on the effect of putative
quantitative trait loci and the value of heritability. (6) The accuracy and power of QTL mapping
depended on the distance between the two flanking markers. (7) The threshold value and the number of
underlying liability can influence the power and accuracy of QTL mapping, too. (8) The GLM method
for QTL mapping can be extended for different situation (e.g. general populations, multiple markers and
different distribution of phenotype).

Key words: generalized linear models, linear model, discrete traits, genetic analyses, QTL mapping
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F—F X Hk KRR
1.1 EERAZENMEMRIEEER 0

PERBEEFALNRERNE, CEHTH 00ERFE, BRT —2E3RER, F4Ea
BHPRETEAEM. Nilsson-Ehle (1909) 124 KI¥EHERMARIE — £ HPFEH (Polygene
Hypothesis JiHBR T i i8R E IR 5 Gt IR, b B A 2008/ #°F 7 8% Fisher(1918)
TR SRR S0 ORI R RR AR AR B EARCETI) W — 5 R4tk T M BREF
MARSRITE, FEERRBEFEN DB NEE S RERT L6, BHE, B
MR EAXERESENR B DRSO BRAERE. WHENERASIN, HtshEHREREE
AEMEMTREERER. B, ERRREFERGER EREBERGCHHMER L,
XU E AR DS T B BEY. BES TEURANAEER, 4, BEye
HEABRARR, ABHEFANF THECEEM, EHEENERANTIHETERIT, BN
HO BB IEFEBUERTHBR, AfJFTLUEBAN G AR P & TREREROBEETR kS, 2001).

£ MBB B F R DR LR G  HEE AR PR AR MR ERTHIS, HEA
R y=u+gretgxe, HPu. g. e PWERHEHAE. £HERBEX RS,
gxe RIBELHEMNEERN. X BERID, g REWRR y (e ERERN SR,
t TIXAREE R R AR, 234 R AR B 1R N BHHLA R R LT . #RAF IR OTHEAT R R S A 77
FE4RbGT. 2AKBIBEETNE R EMANILER (nfinitesimal gene) B, {EiX—H
BAAER LR RN, BOARAE BN MR R BT 2R 52 M GEE, 2001),
TRTER KRR RERFERBERAETFEATBRMEHERER (major gene) AL
BEMREFEE (Quantitative Trait Locus, QTL). BN, &FFEMITET TS HILA N R g
FERMATER R FORE, FsHRER, Rk R s R RS R —H
REEDAREMLER,

ZRGRBAFEREHE RO EREY —DEEBTHR, XMOTELESR 8
MBEERUREZFXNRERRY, ERATHRERENEROE ERUERSHEER
MR, FEAERERES “BE”. WREBH QTL RUEENAGUE, SHHETHEY
tF, BEREHYAEERGH I, CEMRR. RTHRBRNE, SR TERTERE
FA RS HBEERRAL. P8 FACEN DNA BB, BXERN, HRBEEEX—
HEPAEREH RS (TR, 2000). BFES T EPHRB CEER, DNA JFRARN
RREZE, HTREGIZERFE, BERIENEERREL, 85 QTL BAR4H T EREME.
IR FE73 B AE F /7T » 2001 48 A 8B 128 R A SE M F 25 ! Celera 23 A4 B4 Narture ¥ Science
REERETHEHPALEEAREL R, ZIFEHREFOENERARK, ERARLSA
1%k T KEFRIES, LT ERE KA DNA KFEHESAME. QTL. Bk FE R R T 2,
LEMER TR R AL EORFN T $oM & SEDIAIRBUE . AP DNA BRI bLvd 5 Wi B vk g 2
AER (BIEREERD 88 QTL TR R B, MARWERIERNTEES QTL BRM#IL,
HEHERMBERIRET EXZEL, HEENREERMEEFESEA R HNE
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BR-ZERBGEERE, ¥ FRESRERR (Gm) BFBIA R MR BEER b LR 8
53 AT IHERRYE, IR i R .
y=u+Gm+gte+gxe
M—EBX LR, BACERAENBEREENZWH _LRBRAR AR A M3k
&, BR, XM ERR TSRS Gm T BN R LRI Gm LEEH
WiRG AR E R . Bk, AR DNA R, TR0RRIAL EERERMIVEER . EXNER
B QTL B B4 F B 2 TR B 47 (R¥1S, 1997; 758), 2001 ; Andersson %, 2004).

1.2 BRETHEEE SRS LR

BAPEAERTE RN R E R ELTTERNBAN R . BHEMGTEX ERETPENZ
DR, MERRETEE, RETTREMERERRN, WERMEMKDS, b TEREENEAR
T, R ERTME SRS S BT ET . FRENGTER ST S EEME,
R ZBANBER. WRRTEEERRETTERMERXE, E#ENFRERTTETERER
fREGE, BX—FENBE LT TR T RS L, R R T s BLUP (best linear
unbiased prediction) ¥ (Henderson, 1984). &4, EFEFHF M ANIHEFH MR BLUP
FERITAEREFE, BRI EEETHRERMEMMEREGEE, RAREE R
REERMGMENKEMNE. BLUP FEEW U RAARBIEEENTE, SN TRRRE.
AEHARPRARETHEMENREEE. B, 3)EL BLUP BRI EEHEIG AT
E AR %, SHEFEEIUEN, B THREZRE, HEE S FngMXME (humerator
relationship matrix) 2 FHEMRFER L, RE T HEOREFHKERE (KT, 2001; HKit.
&, 19930, FHRX—HE, FEERERENET EEMBEHRRE, B2, FHERNNR
HAWERIT, SRR E0tR, BEEROAR —SR WE SR e R E MR, B
AR R R A RS RIBME (Fernando, 1989; Lande, 1990),

BEX, A TRIEFNDTEVERERN CERBHBE DNA KL LR IERIR
FHEBATEE, Fl DNA FFCT Bt MB B RO E A S (B0 RRER) RMBIRER
BEHATRRAEN. BEPOHABERAOTEEER QTL #ANKHE, REHRBEEN T
ETEXRZN, AR REMHERGABEAELBEAHWHERE-SRFER A RAR
B 5 FIRCE R EBNE DA SRR P T LR MR R R, AFEEMER
41, DNA #ET LRSI E AR 6 %5, BMERICHBIZESE (marker assisted selection, MAS).
AR T 5 MAS ML R (Gomez-Raya, 1997; Lande, 19900, H ¥y MAS
FREBTEER-ZEERGEE THIRICHME) BLUP (marker assisted best linear unbiased
prediction , MBLUP) Ji#. MBLUP 335k L R EMZSIER BLUP HiEMT B, BRALE
PR R B R A4 B BRI QTL MBNACRAER (FLLHFE) MM, HaH)
SRR BRHENT QTL B R A QTL FArEHMEE, MER N EFHER QTL BHEMH £
FENFRHEZN. BT DNA FZEBARBFE TS, MR RS EENLR,
RIFRR B LSRRG T QTL MYBMME, BMEMMEMT SRS — S8, BN
LUty B AR B BA R WY A IR A R A A BT R A (Soller, 19940, KBIAREN,

2
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MAS AR R AR R R, MIxT TH RN EER BLUP i, EXREMERT,
MAS T2 FHER MR 1%~60%. T B EH B FHAEIE AN MAS F1% 31 BLUP 53U R BT
T HdE. Meuwissen 55 (1992) RABIERL (deterministic model) X2k i @y kR B D 4 BY
BEHT THRAR, 4RR, EFRRAMAMNERMERT, EEERESHLER BLUP &
7 9.5~25.8%F1 7.7~22.4%. Ruane %5 (1996) WIREMB, £—MHEEHZOBME 1. 2. 3. 6
HEACH, MR IC R TR PR A RIS 3%, 9%. 12%F0 6%; QTL HHEH{L
BHYEPERERA (20 0.1), SRR MIAE 9%, 19%. 24%H 15%. FRMTFFRLE RN
RAR), ZERRTHRAREMAN QTL SRR, M, KR, KRHE. HHFHRE.
FRDHES I, FRid®0 QTL ESEES SR, RAZIAMERLS L. RICHBIRENMN
AL TH M BLUP 7, $550 R TREE AR . BEEHAR A E B3 R, FIR MAS
RHETHRSAETELMOE (Liu, 2001; Johan, 1994; Van Arendonk, 1994).

CHBEFEARRERRENAR &, ANEEEEFR LEPTRMR AL, 38
RIEET MAS i Ed BT RMAAMR) 2, i BRREN. EFRCMERewTy
MERFHISTENE, BEEMBROBRE. REEOROESEL, EREEEMER. B
it WA E A7 BBE R QTL, XMEERE - EEMNRELTIE, BHRTEHENS
EMBMHAR.

13 ZEEBHIERAEESH

SIS E MGET, 44 EE BN SR ERESMAMET R, FRETE
ERBERE. o TXEER, ANRERNTSIMTHBRITR N, BREF T RE RS
EBEMTTSBRESTRRAEERER, FTUEBAENER. BEMRERE (uiME
MEfTH BESEET. QTL BRI MAS %) H#TRE TR R L TH. TwT
LERREBINEHER (categorical traits) BB HAR (threshold traits) (34T, h FiX#sH
REVACAIEES, RHEEDNIIRRESTL, HESPNHRS R, ShiE R B R
R, AZERERORRIERT, TAREHIHRBETEEN, WEER AR RS RN
SRBMNESEAS, NIRE TR IR SRS O LR H.

A AR, AT BEEROERRE AN A, — THRFATZEENSFER
BN, SEMAEFTXERER TEEMR; BERATHSRERRSIEN T3S
AR I F R A A (Tempelman, 1996: Rekaya, 2001). 4B REEF HEMHERMH 5
K, —ELEHERBFPHESERAE B TEFER, H—FiFraEam, A E
BRREERZI G RNOHRRENR, 3R SRR T UMM S SR, makkHa
AHFENEM BT RAERNENEN. EHIRT, X8EREROSEMRTER
B HE.

131 REXEEELARESS

N EF P RIBEER (discrete traits), HRHBTTH A BIMR (threshold traits) BRBUELEH
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1R (quasi-continuous traits), ZELEEIFHINEET, HARMERERTESEN, THRE T4
(0 0-1 tRR I T, BATAREMAMMRSE. MFEREIER P 0™ 58 ZiE,
FLH, BIRLH. REILAH. HERE. ZRESBAEDEES, REARERTORE. W5
MR P45 B BIVE4p4F, SEOMMERRMEE %, LR, mEE. iR, iRRAR
NS SEFERHUERTE, REEROEMNHREEPN, A EEsm, FARNERE
EEBRMERIERT, NRE—MHEREESN, ERTEREEETRNER, R
IEFRMR S 3 G R IEARELES . BRI REE SR EEE LT — R EEMR
BUHRRR, XHETERIELSE R AT M R AR R, (RS ST M B R B
RSN

AEHRARYGMAR, SIYEFHHRERNEFHERENRRELES, HRMNTITLUHRM
EFLN. 45AEMTEINEENERS T, B4R IS (binomial). £ H
(multinomial ). JA¥24345 (poisson) B A ZIN4# (negative binomial). WEhIMAEBE . i
AU MEE S . BUSEZE T H MMM I A8 0-1 A3, Wil R E AR, ~E%. Ak
B BRI multinomial B, poisson 534 . # 1-1 HIHKEAF E T EMNEEHRE LT,

# 21 PVEHPHFBERBRIH
Table 1-1  The categorical traits and distributions in the field of animal brecding

HRIOA AR 2% ]
type of traits categorical traits distribution
) ik P S aER Multinomial or Poisson
H s Multinomial or Poisson
AL¥ Multinomial or Poisson
EE N Binomial
HEKHX P33 0] Multinomial or Poisson
HREH X | E Multinomial or Poisson
P VR 5y Multinomial or Poisson
HEFAX HAEFET Binomial
EiitEfx Am# Binomial
fka ] Binomial
HRE Rinomial
il Binomial
PR Binomial
I 4 Binomial or Poisson
HPRRFE Multinomial
HiThAX S RAT R Multinomial or Binomial
REITH Multinomial or Binomial
kAT A Multinomial or Binomial

B BRI HR R R — R R L RSO B R ER, MBS, €
DRI PR —MRE, BE—A Bk, HTURE—RE. mWRET—PREWE
MHUE, WATH—BHL R MR, BT R MR RER, RS ok s

4



FEBARFEE L BB XRER

BT M TARERENZ FIEMRR S B e =8 2LL3. HRNEG M= EE50,
HRAGHEEUMESES M. B TRY ARSI, R SRR g 2 ik RAA
F T ARB B AR M

132 BRIEKELAESHEE

B, X EHERERESITAFRENZ2TRNEE, SAREBMENTIERAETRAEAS
WEELE SRR, —FHEFSBEHEBN LR, 5 R RAEE N5 0/ TR
F, RAKENTEMERETREST, BRZAE%IHBH, 5 MEBKLRERS
(Wright, 1934; Falconer, 1996), A AR RBEBB A MY GTEESE —MEEREEN 4,
T B R AUE S 4 A S R T — R 2 B AE R BRI MR S i AR
Sy, FEET NoHRERA XSRS MUNE RN,

T EHER, XU ET R RE BN SIS ekt S, NREIT 8
EBRREST ERNA. B4, S FTER TRIERINEEF A — R kR
TRERIERMERRAEMBEENEME, FAEME 1, —RESHITEDEERM N E x4 8
RHERBEBT RS, TERRRE LREROBERSSHFIERNRAXH. RS, s
B REBERESNRE BREFIERITHHT, Wright (1934) HIBEMEBE A F ik
ITEZERBEEERNSTRETEM, BEEAHERETERA R E RN,

BEER MBS T AR S Y, —HEET NS, 55T 250 5% m ik
BEENGERMUEERA, BSHEEMIVER, SHERRNM, IH05 SRS R R
Kb, WTSRHHNNSE: D—HHRRE T XL HEHEA (Generalized Linear Model, GLM)
FIBEH (McCullagh, 1989), % &l Sl B SR MR, M ifi b m s
BYRELEL, USERSHMTGEET. BT TR, © XEHERNTEESR0, |
HHBIRETE, FEFEERRNET MR TR (I SAS, SPSS), Xt X4
PSR R s B R B I EEF R EERE,

133 "Y2HER (GIM) REERESFIHEE

)RR (GLM) REHMTEARSHER M EBH (McCullagh, 1989), TiEH T4
PR MR BER B, HRREE, WREEE, FERIENSTAN. 5 AR
HHRHNEFLMEIUREOA BT LEEER, HSERMEERHR AR JINE TR BTy
WEEHLRE S B ET LR MR MBENRE R RO URER; B4 T NG
MZHETRRFTARAERS M, FMAE REH%THR.

McCullagh &5 Nelder (1989) #/ ERIEMAE XY WA (V) AE W KR BN
5+ #iik (exponential family) SEFR% ) PR

yO-b() }

1y (v.6.9) = exp{—a(ﬂ— +c(y.4)

AR L=logf =%)@+c(y,¢) (1-2)

(1-D
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Hp, a(d). bB), c(y, @) HWABHRE, 0 HRTESH (canonical parameter), ¢ A
E2 ¥ (dispersion parameter). WNAER (Y) WEBEAFZETH (1-2) XRKKFHHFREF. WL
il DNEBEARR T RENEE, RupERRTERR—MESR (o), TIR—AME
T BIEM RS,

1331 T CER RS — SR AR Y ) DX
k
S BIAMHT Ry = XB+ Y Zu, +e, HIMERNBNEFHROEY (0, =x,8),
1=1

N ERITTEKBTRE (var(y,)=0"), HiRENHHESHERIRT, K2 h—R
RPEARRL, WP T SRR AN, RUEENEEZHSE FOREETEMEN, 4
MERSHHRPROKT T HER X R, BEXRPNRGHESTS LK, ¥5)
X TR RER. WER, DEMR B SEEIE, O T BREAMRRSEITE, A
SEENHNNNERN, RFEATNENEE TR SROGTHTERE, RN M4
ESHERN. il NEREERNETRER LR EEF, KHREATER SRR,
o) Bef g R 2 B 7 R SR SR ISR 3. B AR RE BRI (Link function) ¥§miR73E BT EE
R MR LR RN, NGNS S R, D s BT RGT.
H R ARER R YR Z R B 12 HiR.

12 ARERENRAERN

Table 1-2  Typical link and variance function

xil ERRH REEES HEBY Variance  HRRER

Distribution Link function Inverse link function V(1) Trait type
Normal n=u u=1q 1 Continuous
Poission log(u) exp(n) u Count
Binomial log(n/(1-u))  exp(n)/(i+exp( ) p(1-u)/n Proportion
Gamma 1/1 1/ 1 %2 Posi. Conti.
Inverse- 1/ 1 %42 1/ n%2 e Posi. Conti.
Gaussion

1.3.3.2 T~ X Rt RI A 4 B o

)X HARRIALRA] B -1 Bm. SEAARR I AN A b QBB N A (n
BEREED. BHIAENu~N (0, @ (WMAFEHE), UREIHERE X, Z IHRERR y.
Zi5hs TR ARSI (inear predictor), 77, EERREZEREE, A(). &
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it EERM A SE 4 (conditional mean) LM 7 HBR, BT FEEEMh s
R R SEMEARR, WFIRETZRMTRAFOE. KBRS RHMRA 5 itk
BUMEER . BEE%R, | R TE A= IARER, BN A E SR REERK.
HYETR (p=XB+Zu) MHEERHK.
(D SBEFHH (n) HTIRUEBEER, FEER LR AT R4 H TR,
p=X0+2u, EHBGENPARHERBTTERZ —SHTRNESRERAELAN, W,
y=n+e=Xf+Zu+e 1-3)
TR u MRNT, WRRAFES RN TS  MERDA (e~ NG, R)).
(2) EZRHUSEREERY HUUEERRENEETRN g 55598 e MBS T A2
BRI, RESEIAE XX R. R, W TEEMRE, v <@g, ChEKER,
MTERBERIRE, whnxlmg, phpxlAE, HFn XAEEREORE, phit
K P28 8. M TFRESR, ERIEERNE LAY — MR, k=7, &
T—EFEEE (dentity function). 0-1 ZTR4rEHERBIMHEO4EEEE B Qogit link) BEBHEHMN,
HERBHS RERSEUT:

Hi et
1—#,), e

17, = In( (1-4)
(-4 NATLVES, SEOERRR T -G, A8 (g SHEA -1 28, R
B, MM SRETRENSERRE N, HAihgh S WdkES. P4 AHn
TRIEERICRE, HECABRH PR MEEN, BRRE, MERETIE 7 Em. &1t
B p e BAMIEK, EEMnENFLE MR,

ERES REERENEREERATREN G, R—oAiTeh LERERY, Wk
PR AT IE N % R R A e Ak, .

(3) HEBEH HERH (Variance function) FTEH THEEERETAKE  (non-systematic
variability), $FRIRTE]” LAWEE D, REMBUTIERETHATE, —RRIETHEEN 5,
ZRRETREHWAEL, WA (overdispersion) . MAHENHIIEMBNERRHE
R, &1 PEHNTHRSHHMETE (W) ). BT RN R TR R £ MR
BB, BRI ERAERENELE U var(lu) = gv(u), Kb g WA HSE 5—F
WHE I RAEIRERS ¢ ARSI MBEMKE TR, e~ NO0,p), NTIRBRHHT
NEE, WIS EBHBEANER, ERKTETFRIREYM.
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Variunce
a Com poRenis

Fixed Random
Effccls B Fffeets
XP +fn
Linear l
Predictor
§ Taverse
M1} ik

B -1 Tt B R R 5

Figure 1-1 Symbolic representation of a generalized linear mixed model

1.3.3.3 BRSHRME T ST &

XGRS RS AT R R RPN, AERN MR R RS, Fisher
HEEE P Bayesian £%, EHBIEHERREKMN—LH 7, 0 MC-EM Bk, MHLEE, 24
ki, RIREE, BLUP %% (Nengjun %, 2000; Rekaya %, 2001; Engel %, 1994; Thomson,
2004). P BREHE T (Laplacian) SR, W8 2180 ERATE 2 2400 5 VLR B {53
i

(X'H'R“'HX XHRHZ ][ﬁ]___(X'H'R'Iy'] (1)
ZHR'HX  ZHR'HZ+G J\a ) \zHR'Y
Ko, H=0uldn'. R=var(u), y" =y-u+Hny, pu=h). SEEERF7TRE -,
I X BT R IR AR th 5 B I B KR 5B Fisher AN H T I
|xHR HX (84 - 1) = X HR (y ~ul)
L HR HX | (85) = X HR (3~ + Hyl) (16

MRENTEERIEAWANAS, —RMNEN Y2, 5 -EREAGHZE. HRG%H
BRI E VL, 1 SR AR B 77 2 40 5375 AT L D098 e 44 quasi-likelihood )REML
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AL, AEMHHFRNT:
wunﬂ=_%MH—%wXHW”Hﬂ—%Uf—HﬂﬁV*uﬁdﬂw) (11

AP, o WHEHAGAR, V =R+ HIGZH' . #& (1-6) A5 (1-7) W HEAN#HITE
K.
YRR, RESAAEASHGTH—REREENERNE, XRAHH KK

W, SAHSM RN (- AR Z—{;R-' (y—j) -

1.3.3.4 GLM 7E5H B R # 44 204 o (X I P R 0

)RR TES A B B R B A S iR © AR TR A (Christoph, 20010, HCR7H
BEEPE ARG ETE, BRERBESEETRE QTL EMSE G, JFIE TN
R, A REERREGHEEETNT R, GLM AFEAN LB, — A8 SRR MmN
REMEN, —RERFEAMMENER, XTI ERRARETRNESSHHEE, A
My BT HEMRTEE, Xtk GLM KA FAES T T X ATEE . Gilmour %5 (1985, 1987)
BWFCORGUIEFA GLM A =4 L ¥ (dicholomous) FRF 43838 (ordered categories) i
7T HWATR, XERT R TEERIRN T R 5E i— NI S, WTHES T ) LR
R BREIRRE TR ENA. F GLM TR SRNMGT, ROTHERY, FFHe
A EE T EER REML B4 /8 (Gianola , 1985; 1993), {HR 4 GLM T8 5 &Mt
BFRBERIENA MR, HHE TR ER AL, Mejering fl Gianola (1985) i
T #EEREFRSFEET, A4FHE (BLUP) HF RN (runcation selection)
MER, SRR, SWMNERH HHAR, GLM HTATBRANENSERN, 5%
R, EHRETERA 12%. BXTEWMAMAHER, GLM S8R RNk ERcEH
%, Meuwissen % (1995) M Inge Riis Korsgaard 25 (2002 M#FALE S T HRMMER,

B CRMEER E AT REER B ME M, BETHEMST CRATRD. 25445
R 2HmME, TASRRERASBA R MRIORI 6. BIL2E, GLM RERS
AZIMBEEHPOREHE? ERVZREEN. EEE, MESERAXMRERRE,
X & ISR SR T QTL CREHRRALA) ERARA B IERITIHE, T F9%
R THREMAAESEY, ANRALES TR E, FELH SRR QTL MR X
6L, MREEMTERETE. BOHTTERRSE B RNSWEHERN—ARES.

L4 BEES TS REEHEENEZ

FRC-QTL SEM AT BR 75 M 81 D9 4L R 2 P B & A i e A P B el AL
S AREEAMEEEAEE QTL. BEEIBBN B EMER O AN TR S EN, K
RS R, ERERAS EHEFEALRY. QhA4, FEREA LREHEE L SRY
B, HEERGRE R RI G B M A, PRI B M 3R R B B [ et A5 TR

IRACI B EE R B B AL AR DA R R R R, B R AT LR B 5 i K 2 A

9
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(RFLPs) Af4R; RERBRENMTEIFCS RFLPs AL, FAERANGFANKETSHE
AHER, BHRAE ACREFD: 2RHREEY (SNPs) R0 REH R EERAF— 1Rl
Fricd, SNPs ZERERA TR B R LM PEXBE, o B BUEI S Gsh ki@, BLA S T DNA
EHRABEARIER, £ SNPs FINHATRENZ. RAFHFCENESREREPNIETE, M
FHAFEMEHERAELHANMMSE, Hifo 0 AmENN, Roslin MFHT ARKdb #
PEIE (hnttp/iwww.thearkdb.org/) 2004 FFRIBFEBRY, MHEAM, 18, &, FRERIE LN
AR TIERT 5109, 3400, 2209 F1 14909. FRCHIATBTEE, 28 TGRS HMRARE, M
A QTL &M EHTERI AN R MR T Arik &1t

DNA 4+ FHRIREARNRBEE THA TRERANSICHER, BT AL, B04%. MR

B bR iR B R . 20 AT 90 ALK, . RERIKELZCLE B T sk RE v
FitR: BRMEILFE# (European Economic Community) ¥ 8hIBXH PiGMap T E . 2R
#f (USDA) ¥ 81 18 sh 7 M X3 I 4B 3T31 %1 ” (NAGRP, National Animal Genome Research).
EERIVEREBMATHARAFT L (USDA-MARC). EBRBEEEMMBETR (US Pig Gene
Mapping Coordination Program). 3§ BBSRC (the Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research
Council). EEMESFUIRNL (Medical Research Council, UK) ¥ BBz 26 R 41 £t &4, [
B, JTZ A EESFRERRAESERANER. X 13 7IH T 8057 SR E A ER S B
ez o 0 EEA R L DRARCT M TR RS R,

F 13 4. B WAL EES FEENHER

Table 1-3 The number of loci scattering on genome of some animals

aH JE{ir R brid MR
& T 4344 1554 2745 2402
o 2687 927 1739 1414
b b 2400 664 1706 1001
1E 730 271 424 423
B o 1722 370 1349 1118
= 1275 430 836 735

i KD EEEE| A hitp#lecys joucv.inra. fr
Hep, *HIESIH: hupiwwwthearkdb.ory

RN HEEARERCER TN EN QTL MR, MmN M E Ak T
WHRERINRE . HYSARENNEE. ERENTRIFERENEW, NFEEE,
L REERE. EHMERRHS, SHEN, FREDE-REGGTEAREETHREN
WROTEEER, BRAANREEREGSAEER. B 145 T BRI R &85 RSN LR
.
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Table 1-4 Genetic map on genome or one chromosome of some animats

EREEFAKE  FHEE

Lad REES JE i %1 WELRE
(eM) {cM>
4 il 80 134.2 1.72 Casas %, 2001
27 39 75.5 1.98 Casas %, 2001
il 243 2561.9 1.4 Mikdwa 2, 2000
i) - 1889 3800 2.01 Groenen %, 2000
749 3569 4.8 Lee &, 2002
HE - 519 3063 5.9 De Gortari %, 1998
1062 3500 3.4 Maddox %, 2001

FEEFEA, Pt 5ERENZ R BRAER R CT IR FRARTREPREEANERE,
HDEZAZE (recombination, r) HEEE (map distance, &) FEE. FFEEA I EHRODE L
0~05 2/, 0 RpEREL MmeEd, vfER rRBAIRPRAREEM, 05 RAEFAZ AR
Ee, EfERTERIEPESAEAE: BRIEEERHBLLZER (M) BEE (M), HH
TR BB L E TR B — R S R P 2 REE | A LT R, ez
AFEEE R M. —HWXATAEERYCRE R, HELRAMEELLY, EHERLFTN,
mEFERGTmAG, B

8.=8,+8,., Foo 1 +Fy

EREREN ARLEFHROEBER T, Haldane (1919) R4S Poission 434U G BB

& =-In(1-2r}/2 . Kosambi %§ (1994) FEHTHMER TREMNESRHH AT .

6 =0.25mmA+20)
1-2r

EWREEREAAERN, MEEHARNEK, THERBREARMAR (0 12 BR),

Mapping Functions

2.500
F 2000
2
8 1.500 —a—tzr
é / % —ar— Haldane
g 1o 3 Kosambi
g o ﬁ\

0.000 A -

Y G
F I PP P PP P P
Recombination Fraction

B1-2 ZHEESERNER
Fig. 1-2 The difference among three mapping functions
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1.5 QTL E{LARERIT 5 R R

BRHAREE R A E O A R MR R ALy B R ARk, B S MEERERE
P XAFEAFPES. QTL EM ETEERE LAENK LR E, 2fMRERRE R CERE
PER Z BARDCHE, HEAR DA, W — B8 R~ MR 0 8 B — FRic QTL B4y
FEEMA PR R EN. B QTL By EN HRRRE, BFFE OTL G EN
£, He, AREIHE QTL il EXREEH—F,

QTL ERARE BRI TR RENENEE, BEREEAT —SORESH, AR
ff) DNA %, FFXTERFH B ARERIE T R ENEE. aTaE - RORSRATIRLS
QTL e TEMTALRE, FUTHERHESENRERE, U E RS mEs i e, Bk,
RE RIS, BERENSHERRWEE QTL BN, BE QTIL B RIIEEN
KBEFT{E. BAT, T304 QTL Kriltl 5 i b AR BBk EA U P LA (B 1-3).

B8 QTL EMBER MR NE LTS AR S, —RERTHETEREE GIXR)
ARTHNRR I, H—LXRETERORBR . HEEETRAIRNNAE, EFETRERAL.
IR R MFERZ R RS BFRRIOGLEARE R T SRRE R R,
REXZRE. ETHFROUERENASE, Darvasi 1 Soller (1992,1994) 211 T ke d LE R
WE (selective genotyping) LR & DNA i (selective DNA Pooling) #&it.

ERXRRKE SR
Inbred lines Segregating population
| |
I I ! | | |
BC TC F-2 &4 F$ HS W k& ELY)
it Wit Bit k& Bt Bt it bt
#

B1-3 oL Nt et
Fig. 1-3 Experimental designs for QTL detection

1.5.1 EFEZR. BFZE2FHIANRE R
1.5.L1 AR

WA FR R MRS BRI, CTRATEY. KRB, PRERBXMN QL &
. FIEXRBEARILE QTL ERRMHIEEAE, STEPE R SRR AN E
{1 F1 R, BOBRBETE, FETE~EEAREMEHA TS, MTRIE— R
(Alfonso and Haley, 1998) . IR PABARREMAE AN, BT AT B RES MR 4 HRIEIR i
TAR, HARZAET (D BEEMNFIEES BBEATOEARMRD, Bk, RETY
EHEB A RRIERGGES, BIESERAPREMBRX, () FEIRNE2ORB S
12



R K 2R BWE LkEER
e ——————————————————————

FIBENLIEE, THRERRENLE. M F1 LHEARE MRS AAR NS B, MRk
T ARKIEZR R, FIAOAZERAFREERRERREEERNERFERAER
(BC) #it, F U MEEI=E R AME, FIF Fo AMERIRDEE B E R R R R
fRRBA R T, FkRETESRIRTNEER JET HAKEEAR. HNEFEAET R
(Recombinant Inbred Lines) (i F U MMAHITIEA LEHBRITAT A ). HH 735 ( Repeated Back
Cross) ([FIZENRESENFEEFZD). EFRFWEE (TC). WIEZAT (Four-way Cross) Filkit.

MWERERRIELE, BC 5 TC it B1FRN-— F1 EXFRBMHRT QTL HNMA R
RE, M F2 #itP@AARE F1 EEMERAERER. 0 BC Rt BREAP SN Ex
QTL MR AHE R, T F2 Bidrh R a6 3413 QTL e iR MRE T 8E R, &
S EHEHERANEE T, TC 5 F2 ®il BT BC ®it.

Weller % (2001) BT ARIRR & FRANEE (& 1-5), WIREW, &5 QL
FTREHMNER T, WRBHEBENZETRN, P2 RitrBEMREERRR/D, & BC & 12,
MR R A M T 1160 Soller 55 (1978) HER W THRT BC 5 F-2 ®HR A A

2z + Zﬁ)z
(S0

BENRARMN THRVRESE (z,) SREAMEEERPRIXR, HTEMARMME
WATT: 2, =\n/2x8,/0 ~z,,, Xz, SARRIESAT LI REROKRA, K EwHE
BUAEHA A (Power): z,,, AbRBESSH L 1 BB ERER S, WEIAH 05% BEK
o MK ERBMEa/2=0.025, z,,=1.96; & ACER2ZMAMEER, T BC @it
E(M\M, - M,M,)=(1-2r}d+a), ®F F2 &it E(M,M, - M,M,)=2a(1-2r); o}
Pl b2 n HERRREI A NREARY, BE T RROETARTUE L, oL BRI ST EE
REEZHENER. Bk, RN QIL (BN BRI R, HARA, QIL #4
BN (8, /0) K, Wz, MEAKR, HKirRERAH: LR TEZM 1 EHR (a)
HERW z, AN, aBK, Wz, R, ARz, WAk, gitaedsRn: 58,
QTL St 2 RMELR (r) RFTRHARR R IHHLEN QTL RS AE (£ 1-6).

# 1-5 FELRGTANEE QTL AR B FBERSHI H e X

Tablel-5 Expected variance due to the QTL, and required sample size for different desigens

Wity F-2 F-2 BC 2R FFM it
{Design) (d=a) (d=0) (d=0) Full-sibs Half-sibs Granddaughters
(d=0) (d=0) (d=0)
QIL 7% 3a72 a%/2 a4 a%/8 a%8 4132
QTL variance
PR
Required 1/3 1 2 16 4 16
sample size

E: a4 QTL MR (a=0.5); d A BHHN, BAKD 5 F-2 BibHAt.

13
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Tablel-6 The expectation of the contrasts, and required numbers of progeny to obtain statistical power of 0.9 for the BC

H—8 Liekd

and F2 designs. (2a=0.282c, 0=0,05, 7=0)

#it pagicl BEA XA LR34
design contrast(8)  sample size d=a d=0 d=a
Backcross (a-d)(1-2r) 2n 525 2100
F-2 2a(1-2r) 4n 1050 1050 1050

1.5.1.2 X RZRTHIT

FATEREEEREERMRI SEN, HESHED, EXFELRGMARE, ETHE
JEAEFE, REEENGAZEBOASEE, NIRRT RO RET QTL M
AL, XFR TR L R AR R R RIS, P BTN AL A AT ey
T F1R, ZEARAARRKZRGR, Wy B . T Andersson 25 (1994) FIMHEKEEH L
HERER B R RN S S RAORIAT QTL MM RE Y RIIMSER . B0 E
FK. BE. RRERARERTESREEHATEEZNER, SRR 8k 8 ki
REBRERM ASHFEAEREGT, ATTRBELLER R MNE.

BERNIRCEERARRE S, B EEFAMNETREAN QTL BSHERNERRAN,
T ERERZRRA, NSRS . AREE T, ITE FUREFRTIR MR LK QTL £A
RN e E, X FL EMARMATE, A~ EHENASBRE, 1 BC Bk, F-2 8. M
R RVRE R EL A PRAERL, L8N QTL AR B A e lit, i,
B AT QTL Bl MR TR TR K.

FRCMZAHEE AR (PIC) A{ERLEFR I BERMRE. PIC 254 h8E,
HARERERERRN, EERENMERENRAEENEE. YPEXRELTRE
RS PR RE LR, RN F B FARER RN P RN ES, ELWNETEET
MEGHRICEREN (REBEED H, EXE R BHAE5ETERE R, #i A KES
R, =(1- fY PIC, WE. MR PICk>1-f, BERF, WIBREM: PIC; <1-fi, BEXEF,
BUHE TR, PIC,=1-fB, ZHBEAS%. B, BEEILH PIC FHRMILAER B, it 1%
EEREE, PBASHAEETHIY RETRANBA, EAFEFETHELRBERED,
VEAT B HL R T T E AR MR R

152 EFRAMRKRIT

EFRE W R AR E R E R EHE L RIERE, BIRAIZAHEAE (Outbred population)
®it, £2%& QTL RN SEMNTETR. AKX PERTEML Bk AR HRER
ERTE, ARTIERRRE. B5E, RN HRER SR BN K2R 4 %R,
TR R AT R UBE AN ER N ER, R, EXBREFRAGREGEF R EE R
EYH, HEWRARRFATIERREINIE QTL ZRBKMERT T4, BE A6

14
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i QTL MR MR AE R, WEETHETHTFESIFERAFILZELFICY QTL Z M HEH
RERAR, RAEARMESE, A—MAFEESEIMS0ER (EE0ER), RSk
REFEE (Y.Da, 1999; Zhang Qin, 1998), FWZES BWRARITINC-QTL M5 e,
HpHEHAEURRE N B,

WARAAPQTLAMR BB H FIFFZEZ FEZEMEM: (D FLEREMEW. BFRCHE
BEETHEIHLERFERAR (PIC, Polymorphism Information Content) #i&. 4% EAFEIC
B, EFREGTHTICEAESE. (2) QTLEM FHAAEENEW. HEMREAMEL
ST ERT (BIZeA BERRAE) B, iR DRSS BNERESE D, ATEEQTLABH. (3)
QTLAERSZ MBI, FSAERNQTLAINMERET £ R 2p(1 - p)a® CHhph BE
£, aRBAKS) , X TFHRMINERETE, ZEMEER0SN, E AR B HAH
AEANKIQTL. F5b, BAMFBA, QTLHBELEN: (4 ER N R AR SN £
EWQTLM . FHik, FTXBEH/SF#ME (Lander and Botstein, 1989) . £QTLEMNZEHE
AR T R R .

1.5.2.1 MBI (Sib-pair analysis)

FEATENMDERRERN QTL W 5ER . 4T £ RMR 2 B 450 S8 5 5
¥ IBD (identical by descent) %% H %X 4Y (Fulker and Cardon, 1994), I1BD {&RTifiit B ric sk
FPRCRAN . 3 FRIFRERIN, SRRy, =a+ Bz, Kby, ABAFIRMERE
EZRNYA: x, RFEMNZ AR LS ER IBD fIES, F=EAMME0, 172, 1, #FRFAKNZ
F& 1BD $H; a=0.+20], EBol N QTL Mmbaf&EN %, B=-2(1-2r'c). ®T
AN E AR QTL &84 47, "WTARIE QTL LAY IBD X4miCFESY IBD #[A1)3:k43 QTL L IBD
Hhz, =a+pm+pymy, E8, 7,0 QTL L#IIBD {&: ~, M x, HFHAEIFIL L IBD
i

AL TR EESS T 0T EARI THE R R AT, HEMEMNEORTH QTL #ETENR
o, Tkafd WEN: EQylr)=(0) +202)-201-2r) 0}z, . KEKMRT, QTL tyin
WM MERE TR T2, R METER RAT SRAKH. B, BD HAMEEHS
ZHEMERMEE, HEENERDOEIRE, Bk, ARENSTDERS SN
R, FEEROAEREER, XEEHNARBRNME.

1.52.2 (FMEFR (Half-sib families) #if

FHEHTHRARKEMN QTL Bl5 Ef. MTFRAMFER, FRRITRERN QTL HMT
Bto BT LAL R ¥ RO B ERER, R REH ¥ ARS8 BRRRE BT QTL
i, BASAYS. $SREY QTL SHNFEAFE. MNTHERERRmA DR, =
PR, N T WRA ETRERMEREE AMRE, AT E T —amRR i, W
Z it (grand-daughter design) FIZrjL#¢3h (daughter design) 2§ (Weller, 1990). ZrJL¥titx
FAAE AN LERDRRBAT R, WHLRITEIARTAENILFL THIE, £ES
Hrih iR ARGES, R QTL fFEN, HIRBLFI IS RESITHE, REHTY

15
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EEEHRE. £NMLEHT,. SRMEAAE MmOy (M, m MRESEER, O ¢ N OTL%
PrERD JLTHRFEARERE S, N AREFRRTTLRENEE, IR MMOg . MnQO,
MmQq, Mmqq, mmQq, THRIF MMOQ, MMaq, mmQQ, mmgq FEHLFAERWEIEA,
Hm AR HEARER.

WEELERSER, A FRLILET D, Mg LEENFCER, 83CERR
LIRS AEERMME, FRREEAMFILER SR MBS KEN TR, RN
QTL i BN H it IR K W25 . Gomez-Raya %5 (2001) WFFU&M, 7EHBELERIAE
BROESF, EROTAONRIER, EA%, LOD HESEER TR, Fii, EXHREMETHE
T QTL 7347w, NABRMASBERMER, UWRMMEitw2E.

S RENE, ALEHEETLOLERMN, M TR-R (27 =02), BREMERINS
T E, 2 )LR AR I AT 4 4% (Weller and Soller, 1990), O7EMFIHEZE XM QTL
BOEAMT, BEHEEREBEIORA, M OTNEITNE SR TBBE, LR g
PANAR LR, B LB ES FRES RN QTL AR, Fixt &t hR vk R
RH L& 55 TRRLILRIERD LR, HHRXBREANE A, HETHEEFREF
BriEm. RS (1998) B RMERME RS ROYE LoD {4 (ELOD) AR EAREHH
FRPER) Fisher fR BME, #—EX4)LR MM IHBEM TS BT, SRKW, &
B EE, BEBRIHESEREN LR, ENHENE, Bt ERILEH R
. BEEAT 02N, HLRitE ELOD HERT LLitit, B4 Fisher £ RME AT, Wk
B A m )L, BX— AR RN B AR .

1.52.3 2FMRFFE (Fulksib Families)

FEMTAHERAMERN QTL MM ST, WHE. 3. HEELIHEY (Lynch and
Walsh,1998). ¥ ET &R RIEA BB, FHEFSHERRGER MR TE SIS R
R M B RHAT QTL MR R Ebr -

H5XFARER—FE, RBEEDURTEN QTL MAHE. DEEIMEIEERIME T
BRI ENARER. BFOHARNELY 34 NMAMROEAREE, XA KB
CHEFRRI A WA R, FHXLFHT RN ANOVA KRB EERBE M, AHEERG T
EAME TR MRS, wof AR SRR T E.

HEAFD, REGE—MMMISRAREER, aTRELSENEME, XRAKRGTHLRERS
PRGN, "R AR R 8RN E R QL.

1.5.2.4 BASBERIAHT (Animal model analysis)

ERMT-RREIEN QTL ERIHF, PHMSPERST QTL MTENAS, 3ot
QTL W7, RFENHTHM LA TRE & Bk, XERAHE QTL MNH fF 5 R,
MR — BN AT T R s . SR AR B R, B TICER QTL ERER
—RCRES, HAMERGD QTL LEMERMMMIEE, N5 KAEEL THFITERLM QTL
BEDK SRR 8 TXLEF ARG, 5 QTL MBS B LS, BT LI QTL

16
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R R BT M5, T B AH B it th QTL Ml 25k,

BUASMYERERM PR QTL 2458 BLUP i& (Fernando, 1989; Van Arendonk,
1994), Bayes 51l (Hoeschele, 1993), T Bayes BIEZR EH) Gibbs R (Hoeschele,
1996: Uimari, 1997), PIRETRALMHMAIN ML ¥, REML 3%, BH%E, QTL BHLH
MAER P EHFHEHENR, —RH Femando M Grossman (1989) & LHBHHIAS FRMIA, 5—
Frh Goddard %% (1992) BTXFIHIBEM. QTL MR, Van Arendonk 55 (1994) %f Fernando ff)
REHLAC THERUME T ek,  LMEZ ARALTE £ AR MR

1.5.3 iEFMEERMEMEREERE DNA iRt

ERRETRITERETHERHEEEXENFORFRNE, BHAY QTL BN
i, BT QTL KR MFTFEEKOEE, FFoRFH R A TRABFCE BT AE, Darvasi
T (1992) il Wang % (1994) 2 5IIRIL T B ERRE 5% SR DNA 1Rt

HEEEEFERIE (Selective genotyping) EMBTIFAMEREAPEES. KEMESERK
MEMBE—D TR, (O FRARNAMET LR RHE, FHT QIL 447. BAKERE
PERBHREES AT > TEME, R QTL B ABASHEHFY TERE, Bie
PR E R H)-FREAD, QTL MBUNMEE MY K. B K SEHIE S THRRATA AL, BTLF)
PHIEHE R T LAR R QTL . MHREHFANERE SN, TR MR,
HRER, ANEAENIALRIEE, SR CRMERARROHAT, SEEEEDNE
RN AU EE . BETEHFER LR, YATHEARNELNE, o TRUMEAAE
A A E B AR RER, NHERTERBREPNERA: 5%, dEEERNNE
BWHREE—MER, Bk, 3EHRSMEROS BN, ZXrEheZa—Ema, B
51 A DNA kR A M. EHEEERAIRE AR R T RE W

172
_NI2D,
Zﬁ =

~Za2
20,

R, 2, Mz, A 1RE T RHRAFEESHHGTL: D ARREAERHZRNER, o
AHRHEFERUAGRYGEHEE, N, AR RERMMON R, D /o, TELETN:
Dylo,~6,(+2,i,)"", Heh S, hBEHLERIL TR SER Y 260085, z, R LREER P
EAERAE p=N,/2N,), N, WRBUEOMAE: i, WEFRE, i =9/p, ¢N
FHEIEADARE P SA0EHE.

#7 DNA it { Sample pooling) BB HF A “ £ B 6 5H L IR A& 47 7 Cbulk segregant analysis,
BSA), H Michelmore 55 (1991) BHRIRH, BATH T ARERILROER S, ZHEE8M
BIF EWEMRM QTL 247 (Darvasi 25, 1994; Lipkin %, 1998). 4 DNA ihEHmMHARMK
BEFTA: (D RERVERU. BHERKEBFEROERER, BMED DBRNHE,
WMARNER AN, JrESREMRS. 25, H54 150 DNA TS RES, BRF 1 DNA
i, B FIXFA DNA 12 B T 76 B iR B £ R R DNA Al ER 250, kaLEd
HKEHSH DNA AR HERN. FUGETHRFRALN DNA 25K, EHbARILHEES
HIA FACCEI#IACA S QTL #8l. (2) BENRFCERREREL. XRHFEESTEEE
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. . ______ . __ ______ ___ ]
REEMESTFENEL, AEANKES HRERZ AERET, F—FIFIRTAHEEE
xRS
BRI, 4 DNA T BELES ML ERRMRN. SEBEENDNE &, #F
DNA fB R VHE & T Froiaim B iR RE D, RN B ME 50 77 8 B A SR NE M. 4 DNA
mEIRBEETUT=AHE: B, M DNA SBBAFENRIRE; Hik, DNA #iill
S ST EEERAR PCR H Bk AWHMEE CGRE) R EBMME, XHEEH
ERHEH B EFERRKRHEARE, BHE, W QTL#—EMMET HERM. 4 DNA
BRI AT R E T TR (Darvasi and Soller, 1994):
0.5-0(Z, +6,/2)/2p
? T102512pN )1V, 1217 T

R, O(e) REAEESHSMREG N, oRBBENMEE V, VERBRENT E. Darvasi %3¢
L T EMRSTE TR R R, EHREETRAAA DNA R R # T
¥ o3 17 FRFY, RS EERE AUER RS DNA MR AR T REN
F¥EH. CHREFERS DNA iltit, HEFMERBNEZEES L MEROB BT, &
PR EDNE B RN S 2 MPRE, B BHRETMEETIEE, X, JLEFER
MEBFHTICRE, BEESREHRIT. EXRARXRRT S ERAMMEN TSR, &
PSR L B N B MK IR B 1R, T FRIE S DNA it (UM T DNA
MFE. MR 17 Fw, BE 10 MERAFETAT, ERENEHEBEREE 204, 4
MRIEH 4 A EEHBICY 80 A, HFELHHBAHKRTRAL, HeeBERMNEN 500 %A
e, R E DNA Mgt MR EEHE.
% 1.7 FERHRBRBAHF RERTIENE

Table 1-7 Example of experimental power and number of genotypings required of different experimental

R W AR Fitmh HEAMESRH
SeRARNTE 0.80 500
R AR AR 0.77 250
HEMES DNAM
o ,=0.0 0.74 2
9,=004 0.50 2
0,=0,04° 0.67 8

¥ BHEK/N N =500, E M MERERNY 5=0.125 MEEKFE =005 0 ABIREMF®E * 52 25%,
* 4§41 4 1 EH. Note: presented for the case of total population size N' = 500, genotypic group effect 5 = 0.125 and
type L error o= 0.05. 0, degree of experimental error standard deviation * Twenty- five percent at each tail, ® Analyzed

with four replications per marker
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1.6 QTL &M 5ERLF5E

Sax (1923) M Thoday (1961) SE/FRQTLEALMIEA BARAT TR MRARPIHEER
MEEMEFELBHEDNAGT, BAFCHERE—CRE LRNT EZRHABER, FRICH
B AT RS T S S QTL, MiEIQTLA & B 6. tk, K& IEARa %it,
HAZRREFPERNEHAZGREE, B IDNAFLER R RN R 3 8§ K BT
EMQTLIEN, WM QT BB

S FRRICEAR R RE T TR AR, FhHMEETQTLE MM AN RE. HiTEpA 1L
PEBARATQTLR MM T L BH PR, —HRFIE~QTLES M (marker-QTL linkage
analysis), HH#REEFE 435 (genome scanning): 5 —HKE KR FI447 (candidate gene approach).

1.6.1 {REERSH

T3 B R 43 4 2 A —EE T R A QTIL (92 (R P I QTL.. 3 QTL B A M 2 BRI QTL
BRRELY, MARLENS 2 ESMRD RN, EiEEREmnERL, RINTFERBRIIMEL
WERRGEER RS RENTE. RS2 TDAEERNEBRREEIRP RA ML
WERI ST NFRHEE, TURGHEEREEERRSECRRPEREANER. Bk
ERSFEATETROMT: (1D SHREEF. RIERNEYE AR FmiTEE,
AR RIERAEARBILEYFT RN AE R FAELER, [N 4 s aT g 284
TR MK EFAERER B E EE M. B4, ERTLUREIRE-QTL BT R, Eh
e QTL MREA ZRFELEMMER, XERREHRAN TR QTL; (2) KEH
T BERGSIYFS). WTAIA R R SURE D2 R ERA TR, WRSRERR
AR PR 52 AT R AR R R AIE B, AL SRS E SRR
—MMEE—BNFER, FRETRIETSIY. NRZEHMETART B, WEERREMN
PORNFRRF AR X EE TR RS 8 (3 BTBRRERRNE ST, 18
FWHEE A L PHME S, KBS — RS S REREER I AN TIRE &2 B
REBMESA T, BIX A P A 2 B0 RS 0 RR AN TRt R R RS RE
. HTAERANSSENEARRE, BIYAMNEERER PCR HARM A, 1 RFLP
RESSCP 55 (4) BIUXIFHRTAM S-S AT OO ERRAOS T E. BArEAnx
BREH PCR BANA®E: (5) REATHTREEEMTORE. XA RS RN HE DNA
HRARUE BRI RREER SRR X R BN L, EFRHEHBTH TRERBFRSH, 7L
RICEMATH MMM TR, TR MREEFEOMA SR, BURHRMER
RAMLHBIMBEE —BRA, BATXERES, R RS LT BRENA T, B8
SRR E ST KR B IRIERE 2 BRI X b TREBERFH351EM, ERETH 5
fREBEEROERFLN: (6) HAREERSGERNXR. REEFNKHF N EEMAEY
REPRR, BARABMIERERSHERGXR: () EXRFTRBAOREER 5 HROXE.
HER 5 ZEMM QTL, WMHF—BEMNS MHUPIEE, ER—RMOSARETIES, UE
AR SRR .
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MERAHEMNEAREER EHERRE, BRNRMENRREW@RE>FHRIESRER Of
HEZEREFRD . ESREFRZRERERBEEREESANSEPOERRERN. BEERE
MENINEEERENERRAE LR PR EEENME, FEERNY, TTERARakp
RABHSHEBRSRESANZIHEA. BRESHERTEEVNXR, BBBETSRIHES
R, MH, ZES ENRESEEDARNLBESE X, ZERNEERIRNERRS
AW B ET LRILE, BBRES LR B R P F R0 IRIE 5 K. Rothschild % 1996 )
L S XRBLAENGRRET THRIE, SREH, HTHESRERMNERR H1.15%,
fAERA%ET, ESRERX LM ™= FRIIMERRN0.42%., E¥E, NEAMHE. B, g,
FR. WA, REFRURBEESMRMBEEERNEFNARB RS, BEXRyFR—Mh
M.

FEERSFORAFTBERMALNTAANFTE: (D KHRBOEERE. DREEEER
$EE QTL, WRRHERE QTL MRS () MERE . RHE AR, B
AT AT ERRENRE, Q) R, Bl BTRMNAMEEBITHN, AR
MHYAERMHTAME: (O @THH. TEERTRETE, THERHARRNGERSEAR
HTERMR. O, BREEMFREN St YE M NREEE MEEEHE, BRTERN
FREEPIFTHRERMNH QTL. Bt BEHRE T QTL MIRIFHLR A, B IE 1Rk HE
MAFF R, TRHEENEREEEDRZ QTL, RETRRIF EMMEEERNIE F AR T A
SHMN, WRESZBEN QTL ZEMNEMFAPEMERA. REEEYS QTL X RY =
gk EEREFERE QTL A 8. RREEE QTL BHE M. RiEEES QTL AR EF R AR
o REEESHRAKEST, ATAEPEHERERREE R QTL R4 —HailHE. —8kif.
EARIE AR QTL A5 (LM, H _H 0SB D0l U EEERTES QTL &
FOEM. MFEEERTR QIL A8, BE HEREY, BRERBTEEEEEAPNE,
BRIEMZA, —BRERR NS R R EE SRR T 0504 . B, SRR ENER
QTL W BE RS, fFASEMPHNE I (Haley 2, 1998) , WM& —E B ks
A EEREW,

1.62 #FE-QTL BEMSHH7

FMRESERE, RBLKRESPERAPNEATRER, TUETHXSETHEST DNA
B ER A RERR —HEAXEK, AMANRCRETSBWERGEREY, URESH
QTL Z [AIRAEER . 944 (linkage analysis) EEFNENMEESKY —. EEREHL.
AFFRD, MTR—L&REE NP ES (QTL 584D EREIRNTBPSRAT#R
EHEHA, Pk EAE R MAAERT, REEMANNERRS, FNBE —RELE RN
KRB Fk, @RS QTL MM EARTHEHARANEEESRE. Sl EEE
BEGE AR5 BB P B AR B P T AR, LUERBIY QTL S¥WESME —FiT, M
TR E R R & (b b AOMARE A, AR FHE SR e AR HE A E T mLe
B GESM TG BCEE T, A QTL MEER/MIKSE, X4, B ImmKiEn
BLE R B e i 1 T R R 4 o o e
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WEERE—QTL BB, UL EFFEEMIRN QTL BRIEM (Georges %, 1995; Zhang
%, 1998; Thomsen %, 2001; Ashwell 2, 2001). {HE ATEESF— 808 QTL EhE 1Y
10-20cM EEF A K I £, XE B4 B SR T LA 2 A Bk B £ RE . QTL FHLM
KEEEAFMARNRERE, HFEA, BwESARAMNEEE R e E EmaEER
.

HEl, SfEEpiERhinieZE R 05~3cM, BERFHA DNA FFi08%) (I SNPs)
R, PHEERGET KIEERE, MEFNMEER (n DNA A MER, MERTHE
FEYR, RRAMRAR. FSb—FL RTINS, R T R (3 IS B T 1 BN R A
ERXEATEEN, REEMREEHEECEREEMMNME. BXTEMI T, RioEER
B, IFITESREESAEN. R SaEEEE SR, SRR FEESE A QTL Mtk
A B RS HER T 2, #TMAT R 2 (Rodolphe and Lefort, 1993), Darvasi
A (1993) M REBNM THEMNK QTL, HMETRENFILER, BThEsAFEH
Mk, tREEEMAE —MCRYRE. Bk FESSmE, B A EIENEETERE
B, BRIFENMBGHEBENEAFNL, TR AGRRE. B4, BaLGRdy cE Rt
REMERFM, Darvasi il Soller (19970 2T QTL MBS M LB EMMM L AR N
C195=3000/kNa?® , H CP5 Jy 95% ) QTL B BEX A & 48— METRME RAIERE
(FIRER BRI k=1, & £=2); NARERFTERMES: o £ QTL R
BOANY. B ERTUED, ¥ KB AREBCT fH M QTL MM EFEE .

1.6.2.1 QTL Rkl

MAZGEFRAYHRERRE, —SHT OTL Hils SRME I TEMMkEY, HO8T
AW E, QTL MEMKARESEERACRE.

WIRAL oA+ EIN R AR B MAR, ST, (1) LUR-—FRI0 0 2
MIFXEES (Weller 35, 1986); (2) LLEFRic HEERAIK FSEAr (Lander and Bostein, 1989)
MEAEXFEF (Jansen, 1994; Zeng, 1993,1994). L& —liid HAEMMBX Sk, H
REFFLE QTL 2 EIEFRIESMAMMT TR, AW TRENER, S PREAFRIFESHE
ZHRfEsrd. AN, ERFDOND, BT RBREEMFTER S QTL N MFLE QTL
RIESAERE, DR BER BT R A6 AL QTL. DX A0 Hofk T ket X 19 s R ) FR B 4 LB
B RS BRMFRC, EFFCEMBEAER QTL, £ QTL BTRKAE. HAIHs, X
RIEMEAEENRATEYRAER, ATIRBIE T S, BET QTL Wk h e
k. (R, HE40 QTL EMN, KA AEIEFRMET QTL i1 BEMA & QTL #4T ML B
fiivt, BAES QTL MFAETRS FBULM “HB” QTL (ghost QTL) SRBBIAR L QTL GAH
QTL EIXEMERN) MER. MRTEZ —&, R~ QTL J§, M/ MEMFRILEFAIN
RYUHITRIE, BH—MHOREME, REESTE SRS, % QTL XimitFm, &k
RS, M EA BT RN SRR E S TR S S . Zeng (1993) HIBFT .,
ZrcPEFEA QTL FIR N R W H AR AEK, ASH TR MM QTL £ ¥, FEikiILl
F#e R BX 18] DA S A3 43 B SR ER T AR 0 (Rl A AR b B R A TR B B QTL W Bt ik
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XEfIEm. EHERIE, Zeng (1994) M T £ QTL #AE! (multiple-QTL model) F1E & X[H
FENLTTEE (composite interval mapping), HrP&E&XEFEMTEETEMREY . itH LS T A5
Wi RESRENHE, EFFRATRRE ik,

MR AR GEELRE R, T2 M EHREM MR RARMEG, BTESEHNK. REE
ARG R TR BRCEE (missing data) (E 4 B4k BT b, MR B TE TR/ Tl v (Haley
and Knott, 1992: Martinez and Curnow, 1992) . BT 8B ALSR 7494 (Lander and Bostein,
1989; Knott and Haley, 1992: Zeng, 1994; Georges%. 1995; Mackinnon and Weller, 1995;
HoescheleZ§, 1997) AES ¥4 Ak (e.g. Kruglyak and Lander, 1995), BL K TUH-H7 4347 (Hoeschele
and Vanraden, $993; Thaller and Hoeschele, 1996) Z—R3|KIQTLEL D H .

ETRARMNTE MOBFECERERYNES Q% RICERBHFZ 44, @xQTL
FPMEINIE; @Haley-Knon[H)F; @MHREMEXMSFLHOEIRSLMAE. Whitakers

(1996) R EHFF AT R B MEANER (QTLAIFEMMN) , MARMKEE
BT 0T, B IR EEER, BB BUREMESGT R, TTLUEA ERAMTI R — 5.

ETBROURTHTE QTSSO 2 I3 o 2 O3 RY 3% S T WA o B 80N SR 52 s
BATANE . BQTLYEABEHLENY 4B, REMLJ#% (GrignolaZf, 1996; GrignolaZ, 1997)
EQTLAMBEMN R TSN, QTLGAIEEMMN 2 £ M HQTLAIBDEEE SQTL
SMERMETEZR, LPIBDEMETET REMFCELRTHET. ETRAMRK T EA
R ITET BT AR REERREAFRBEAS, RATERQILA{ RS H
RN EEAMEDD (Xuand Atchley, 1995; Grignola and Hoeschel, 1997) , FiLlEatitss
. fEEEAET, BAPRMTENDAMERE BT ERQTLAME Ht TR,
THER T, BN QILA B AR MG iH6 RS B KRS ABIRE RHIE, wRaEH
FE TR ERN MR AR, HHRTML. ARAMRESEHEBAIREENER,
WA — AL, X E AR,

1.6.2.2 QTL B fydkske HiE

AEUHRBERBRAES S ARTETRBTHEOB LR T, FERENEH QTL St
BT AR RESS BRI — BT, X T BRI, BT RS BRELAN, 2210
130 (binary). £3 (Multinomial) S} sLE I (Poisson) 447, B T-HMMER MRS5S
M, ARPRNESERBNATEEHEN LR, BRMEEREE RS BEMNEE, ]
I, SRR AR RIS T EE B VOB TS RIS B . S8 ik, B RTveahiddy s it
AR QTL WP EEE AR A — R MAG LY 7 (Tilquin 25, 2001, A T4 0IH SRR,
BAPERE QTL AR M EAA M. AT (Falconer %, 1996) KSR FRET £3M
BB tER BT T %, BRI L RE T WAL (underlying liability) R, T
HHELMBETS SRR (Generalized Linear Model, GLM).

HEl, Al TEBIERQTLES MM I L BH =/ Bayesiani:, GLMAIES % 7k,
XETTEEARBR DG REROQILEM PO RET EEMEH, R T R4
#, FRBTTEMAR (Nengjun™, 2000; Heather®, 2001: Christoph®®, 2001; Rao’,
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2001), {HiXEEIELRMETT RIS Aoy MR QTL ;B b WHR 5.

FPXEWEHE: B, TR SERRERQTLE M P M A EER IR R Bk
P EE AR EROFR . BT o R AR ERREIRE, EF ERE. £
SRR BIAHESE M, HackettiWeller (1995) FIFIBIMERS & vt — 20 BHRAIQTLB HH#T T
fEit. M ERW b, A% RE T EH A ik (Xu & Atchley, 1996; Visscher™, 1996; Rebai,
1997; Xu%, 19983,

LHRMRETEIERETAETANRTHET EAER, M TRERETHRE RENNH
T Yi&k XodF (1999) il TENT ZA AL RBE RETFEE SR (fixed-modeD), H
HEMGMFEE LB 4R RQTL. TIRAEW, MAeRRERMNE S8/ krgit
PERR, MAEEFRFRE CANTEGETOSEME, S EmE TR K. FikE
fitt b, AR RET QTLBEHLER! (random model), BEHEERIAIEQTLA: &A1 6 R E 1E
BN, I XS QTLAL 5 7 28 MM v AR B SR S F E A R A P R 5 Fh S it . RO AR
B9, Kadarmideen<¥ A\ (2000, 2001) By T —IEHF B ALUARY " XX M4EE (generalised interval
mapping method) F¥EEME N LRBME RN -0 RHRQTLI A, BEFH 2Rt FH
Newton-Raphson¥#%. 81 THBHRERGEHTEMREHER (ordinal traits), FEitt, B%HME
RMIQTLSE (L J7i% W 77 M M AT B MO SR /B 4K2 (Rao & Xu, 1998; Spyrides-Cunha %,
2000).

M BARMERNBRESSMLAREREEA N RS R BTN HHE,
Hoeschele® (1993) R AM YT EMA T, ZFFASEERRTQILA
EAEER . BERD. BR0. QTLAN T AN T AR CE LT M -QTLIEMSS T HIE R
TN Kk, BTSENERESBEFRRBES, U EERRSHN .
HKiharan, BRAFARORN, CURARETTARS “Hah” A%, it el fi4s 5t g TR
Lis . BRAUIRE—RE, TnHRSUioT AR D Bun b it i, R . T
RIR BB BACTHBIRAE IR, AT R K818 L3 R

%% QILEMPBREEYE, WRERERMESSA, EX—FERENTF, TLUE
HE RS RRATIQTL (Fitn, iR KHATS, XFEEMNFALODRE) . MTHE
BIIERIRE Bk, R — BN BRI SE MRS, xR a
EFS, BRAERBZHMEEELTE. B —RRREXMIESETEEMNQTL. Kuglyak
% (1995) B TEMY B2 H Wilcoxon rank-semEr e 18 BI R MAFVE E A NSH B 2w, 4
MTREETE, $BRHENBEAATEE, CETLERT, BAEEI N, ANEER
Trigk. BHGETUEEGETQTLAN, MiESH I ReRNQTL.

163 ZEMERESEFXH

QTLER MGt T4 Hrefr, — i~ BB I A A o] il 5 23 ) B Hh i e B R B 47 4EQTL.
QTLE I, £FBRFLXKBRARMHEE, WEIFCRT. LQTLRN . BHRQTLE S,
Lander and Botstein (1989) #Kruglyak and Lander (1995) {48 T REFFOEE F S0
AR IE 7 b B R R, £ A3 1R B2 37 i, TTR HIBoferroniky IE /35 Simes, 1986 ).
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f1°F QTL SEfrhRAHRBRL B ERM, Bk, RAERAZEREEL 4 (bR
HERMETHA) » EFEEAS, BRAKE. BIEEE. QIL ZNUAEERKEEER
L BSEH R A5 . Churchill #0 Derge (1994) 321 B BB EHA A EITELG CANRELZ
mAMKEE, BRNAFASTEEMNE. AR EFAIRREITRMNERY M, FFBRER
srAfht BEERE. #T R E AT ARRE KPR EERE: B KT R{E (Comparisonwise
threshold)> FHREK T BHE (Experimentwise threshold) .

QTLEMF, BAMEHHEGSMES KM, Rkt HEFRER. QTLEMERFRX A
MRAENRET —SHFAENREQILETM IETHMMAEXERE., Lander and Botstein
(1989) $RHLOD drop-offthitE, HZEMGHAIQTLI BAH & BBk — S B LOD S AT FIY
KiaHe/&, ﬁ%ﬂ#ﬁ%%%.sﬁ%.smﬂﬁﬁﬁ (Mangin %, 1994) . ManginZ (1994) fVisscher
¥ (1996) iR, EHBERPEXPFFP, ATREZTRAMMAESF2, LOD-drop off
FHEBEMEEEAT —ERhE,

B —KFEBBSMERG T BHEMNESKE, . 2¥Bootswrapiift. 5 EBootstrap
A FiJackknifeli B . B¥Bootstrap¥litEh, B ASTEIFEAISHGIME, RE, RESEWN
(ETHER R G7E SRS R AR A/ DRFREE, HEE. 2U0hRTEH2
MR, ETIH BB ERKE. 28 Bootstrapfhi A B3k 2 $ M4 7+ AR 18 43 T T 5,
BN, GREEXESEFRESHERAEN. KT 28Bootstrap, (EB¥ Bootstrap & % I FR
BURRATHIREE, 93 5KFEE AR MBS AIMIFEE, RERESKNELR Y
WRRERAE. 5% Bootstraphhbf k3 A £ % (3 2 M BootstraphiAE, KU HBEAGIH2K
NIRRT RERSEID. Jackknifeldt ¥ R LEHAR L —HE%, AR EREIEHTH
HIRBHHEA, RIL, Jackknifelif REEAZINT AL (HENDEEFEHREOES SR .

Visscher®¥ (1996) FERLAERINLOD drop-offHiBootstrapBi ff 47 BEiE4T T LLAR, 348 % 1
PR EEXEBHERRTTEE. REXENREREHSRAEEBRIIN MR BEXEHF
B RERC T 8RR NRIQTL AR, T 52 e O (A1) S e/

1.6.4 QTL E{uFZHeil SHAER

EWPTEER A LEN 2~3 MERH R AESBREE, T RIUBREPH
HEA AR QTL SHECBTRHAMENIE. Yirds QTL BHEMN, AFRBEAARS
RARYAEHASM, FHLETEMNIRCEE RGN QTL 2 RERINER, BEGHR
HIBHERMMRIR K (Darvasi %, 1993) . BTUL, BB —ALH QTL EAE—1 4 5-20cM BREE
KEIRB L. BT 2 AL RE AT 3 B bR i M B B O ESR, O dmt KA A By LIRS
WYL I R AR B, BNZE 1M ERA X 8 |, FHLH 20~30 M H(Haley, 1998).
QTL EMA BMAAMERER, MEHFHMERNIE L —NEREWEERE QTL
MEBIMIFE L. Bt KEEENOEIEE (map location) ST QTL MR 4 B E A ke
TRER HanZE MR L, T EERE MR RS AR B ao T e R aT LB fe e

(Blim<t.1eM),
BT, & QTL ¥4 & M1 7 X BH =F s T Htg#, S5 M2 Q) EHAFH (linkage
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disequilibrium, LD) {7 (Kruglyak, 1997); (2) £ A F# % A7 (transmission disequilibrium
test. TDT) (Spielman %5, 1993) FFIEHME (identical by descent, IBD) SEf; (Charlier %5,
1996). ZMEHRETESRATERE, JLEAMRBBLREEL: ORSESM T
QTL EMFE—A 5~20cM R EMFEERA; QEXMKBATRER LT (% 0.25~
1cM). HEABRSHEAHBFFNEHA T RTRY QTL EMBEHNIFD, HAS QTL M
BARRICRE, SFEEMABGH T ERETRMELARG ki, 200D,

FI¥Z4AE (identical by descent, IBD) SEL EEF H R ¥0el W £ 20 1: EE R ATE
EYATE REFDERERAPIRIE AL ERLNEDS %, ¥ IBD H R 1BD X8 1BD
FEBEMATAR, BRSE AR ERERE, FIH QTL MUK E MR RMEMA T4,
fE “fFm” Marb 338 IBD K8, FAXA A BT R RR LR . IBD R IEEH AP i
FRMTED, BT EFEY AR RN RE, AR ERAEAE . BT,
FIH 1BD 3 QTL #4012 M 2B BT+, Michel Gorges 55 A (1999) FH IBD FiE &
WPF YRR~ QTL ERFETF 5 14 TP ScM HIXE. Meuwissen A (2002) F
F1BD #2814 XU E R QTL EMFERE] 1eM MR RIA. i S A 2H XM DGAT.GHR &
M7 A IBD B RBE TREFMNER (Grisart %, 2002; Winter F, 2002) .

Spielman® (1993) {RHKIE T H R THIEIHEH A T4 (Transmission disequilibrium test,
TDT) ST LAE BN AZLHASHZEM. TDTEMMMIBERE: MFRCAEREFETRE
8, HfRLSHRAEE B, AR0E R GRARS G REB RN . Rk, TOTHEE
EREfRTRR, £RRGEAPHEEARE—ERETHRR. TOTHERVIN T8 Lizic A
PERFFAERERET, R EANERERREEDN, MAIEE R Z M TRE G55k R
B, —HEREEERE, RAEREN.

1.7 ARBFERE

MAFWERD, A EREROENRERN L, SAURNEXETRERGE—
KR, —HEATEM BT RTEE TRFRE, P hanREER, MT—E
EORBPRZEHFHERMOBAERL, HHR SSF AR SV RN, g
ATIREMEH BT ERBEANTRHNN.

BEERFE R HRE F R R R, RREZSEEEH, FRBEEEREI L R
MEEMERBEES . EIRAT —ERERFRLANLFNE Ea8t P AT EENE
X, FRZEISBE RN ER. W FEERMBRER, EREEMMEESHREEITRT,
HEETTEMATIRIEPRE . 25N QTL EABEM T BN SH LT, HTLURAS
BEER. T BRI RERERBE S, BT XRERM BRI N EES, S
MINABBAL, RELPHHRNG R, ARSI T R4 BRI AR 14 457 L.
AHART, FEBRROBEIFHFIEEHEAMGY.

JXEHRE (GLM) B—MESRMESRLNAEREE " SERTEEERA BRIk
s, NARBE, WRHEMIE. HEFEMEU . GLM &S LR T R ER
RHFMERMIEABRK, 55h I XEEHEOSHETRAE AR FEN 6, NAAH R
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MR, Bk, SRRSO T SRS RS EfOT R, R AERY AL
FH

SRR AR TIAF EERER R KB, A5 CERERTUMMERA
A BERIEREAT RGN, N B EEREIEREG QTL E LB ATENINF. BEx AR
B ELE, BRAENEEERBAD TN QTL EB 7 Ir k.
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2.1 I

HPYBEFHRERE D, 245N EEBERRARSL N ESRESMNESER, HRE
TREVBREHRE. HTEXRER, ENRARMESSHORERRT, ARty TR
R ERSHEHFRESTRE N EENIERE, FTURSSENGR. Tirt TEEER
(categorical traits) SRBIER (threshold traits) WIEAESM4T, o TAXEMERA 24 L 3EESM,
SUERNIMREARE, EELRUHRNER. T PR BER, £ 2R
EIRATIR T, HWEENSARBBELN, WEERGERE N BN SFENM 5
WS, NIRRT REEFEEBEERAEI I LOMH. B4, R FERBERIRE
EXSEERORBRERATRE, TERMRE DB HER A8 208 52 S AR H.
R, shi@te B BBt E A & Bt kT M.

Wright (1934) BIBMEMIR . FRHEAT £ 2 E B BRSO WEE 7 B8, H4EMNF
ERIEEERAENEREN. HERERESEREMFFEOSH, —FHEET NrHR
B, BRXTERNERMEARAZIENERMUSSHA, B KEFMIEE, SHE
BRA, FEREEFREERERANL, AOETHHHENNSH: B— 7 AREETH X&
HIRAHER (generalized lincar mixed model, GLMM) fIfH, @BihE &S (link function)
PN SRIEPARBRR, WTER LG RS RN BRI, SRS LR H .

"R - RERKEETNE B8 (McCullagh, 1989), &iEA THESHRA
BRI L T, RRES, MEBRMEE. FERENLTT. TE5RRGHEERIN
EBREMHENREN 2 TEESER. 540 " XEHENHSHG I BRAEARKESS
i, ETHRARFOETER. B J SRR T St i, B
R ES B ZHAT, |~ XA A B R RE ST B A T T SR8
(Christoph, 2001), B MEANEMEITE. BHIERBA2HGTR QTL B S A,
JFERTR T BARMTELR (Gianola , 1993: Meijering, 1985; Meuwissen, 1995: Inge Riis Korsgaard,
2002).

RACGHE R, A BERERGENEETR YA, —HmREEDTE EENSHFE
RIS RN, S, NEAEFTXMEREE THERER:. FERATHZEER
% (Tempelman,1996; Rekaya,2001) #FIERS T % BRI B LT M. 1SR AMER&T
MEARMB - FRE, —EAAEHERF AR RTE A TN, SRR
ERl, W—SEEMREERZIEAERIINEAEN, FRRIR 5L P B e X84
EEER, WHSEMATFENTHBRTELSRBE RN TR, R, REEH
MR AT TR B8 H 201, RTTFBMT T 3 M (LMD, BRI (TM)
IR (GLMD EEBHERE A TR AN MR R, B AERSIINE Sk
BESFH .
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FEAERE LB BT F B ARG ST BT
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22 #H5E%
221 WEidit SEEEH

FRRFRER B TR AR EFR-LRARESER. BRENZNRER (REERER),
FRYE Wright (1934) WRIHEL, BMER b MHEEZERRARED B, BH - MEENTTNE
ML GRTER R . AR RMRARM 5 H MR EIERE, BT LU BRI R+,
B AR SRR R AR, RERERERE RENR AR GREERED, #
ERRERE.

2.2.1.1 HERPBERB SR ARENHE

BREPTRREHER (WXENRFE5IZR, SRE0E, SERERRSERS

PER. BEREFARFRE), KEEEETR (z) WHINT MR,
z=ptute

Wb u ARBRSE, u HMENERERN (ZERBY), o ARBLFENN.

R, BEMHEMENN s BAESIM N O, o)) (o2 AmERETE | e
AN, 07) (ol MBESLIRERNATE, WREN 1. EREERgED 5 ol HFRT,
o) MREARMT:

ol =h*a? (1-1n*)

T RABA RN SRR G, DA —MEEQRE (1), YHEESE (2) MK

BEATZBEN, HREIL Cy) A—FoRE, BRI S —FIRE.

1 z 27
y“0z<z'

HRLHE i ns kA EMnd kG EHR, ERPMEAEREEAR. HEEMBTRE 1K
BERN g, FroHhEBET .
EAHEEERE A
u, =0.5u’ +0.5u" +m
b Mol BB EHEERN S EERY, m i E SRR E, RIS N O,
o) HH
ol =025~/ )+~ f))?

A AR ISR IR R R B SRR A ER O AR, |
EEFRIA o BRFTE.
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R B B v T A BT FEATERBE TR AT

2212 2ERESHE

BB (B ns, B8 nd) EEA=DAKE (20, 100), (40, 200), (80, 400),
HMBRARE MY AR, SLA8S 5 AARNEETE, 8L8E™ 10 ME, XRE
BLATHFRRLEY 50 %L, BEPRE 1 HRER (7,) BEZAKTF 0.10, 020, 040, ¥
REEESD (AT BEEN=AAKFE 0.10, 020, 040 (F2-1).

x 2-1 BBNHNES

Table 2-1 Cases simulated.

EXAE b2 3] HETHBERACK) REE 7T,
parameter case heritability basic population incidence
1 0.10 12¢ 0.10
2 0.10 120 0.20
3 0.10 120 0.40
4 0.10 240 0.10
5 0.10 240 0.20
6 0.10 240 0.40
7 0.10 480 0.10
g 0.10 480 0.20
9 0.10 480 0.40
10 0.20 120 0.10
11 0.20 120 0.20
12 0.20 120 (.40
13 0.20 240 0.10
14 0.20 240 0.20
15 0.20 240 0.40
16 020 480 0.10
17 0.20 480 020
18 0.20 480 0.40
19 0,40 120 0.10
20 0.40 120 0.20
21 0.40 120 0.40
22 0.49 240 0.10
23 0.40 240 0.20
24 0.40 240 0.40
25 0.40 480 0.10
26 0.40 480 0.20
27 0.40 480 0.40
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PER KPR B KBRS

PRI 27 R 2 RNA S, S22 SnREEELNSE 100 &, FIHAR
M7TES BN RE T ERB ) REE B, ZIGHIT 100 KBRS R BT HMAEXSE
R,

222 A%

BHteRMEE M E RS RFER DY, IEAIMENTEXIETETRAHEE
EAMAERE, —FHEATERHEERNXGRESY, ERARYBEAEL S HNERT.
KL T ERETREST, BZAKBIFBE: F—FHOBRRAERERS
(Falconer, 1996), WA RBERRHMSWAE FFEE—METENESEN 6, TRBNER
MEEEFARESAERBT —RYBEZHMAKR.

2221 &¥AE: (LMD
TEAERBARMBNERERE, FERASEIESIMMHRT, o TEEERSER
TR R E M MR R T B 047, BERa SR m AR 2-1 Fir.

Y=Xb+Zu+e (2-1)

Hepy, b, uflerRANEHEmER. BEFNEE. BIXNEE CMMEETHE. BN
%, X NZBEHNGRIER. V@ =04, V(e)=cll, CovWu,e)=0. WifEas

HTTRB T :
XX Xz bl _[xy
ZX ZZ+ad"|a| |Zy

K, @ RBFEMGTHNHESN o] 5ol MEK. A REML Jik, FEASH EM 4
EBAUE TR T RIS, 1993):

ol =4 +tr(47C)é1 )/ q
ol =[y'y-b'XY - HZY AN —r(X)) (22

HTEERRARGEN S RETNERERIRARELET MG, I REML 48
M EAMETERATRE REML HiHEMER. XMHE BLUP AR REML R
QBLUP (D B R £ ¥ IR TRE ) F0 QREML ({h 293 B AR » 477 (Mccullagh & Nelder, 1989).

2.2.2.2 BAHERFE (TM)

RIS 22 407, AR B 27 09483+ A 2 20 F (Falconer, 1996; Gianola, 1982 Foulley, 1992),

hl _ Zz_(S_l)

= (2-3)
ratk=(S-1]
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SIS et SRS HIE A H AR ST R TR T

I
b, r, REWPHIRGAR (HAR 2D, SREWBMATE: k=N -l
2 AR C x RPUBERA 1 BOLIER BN Bt A AR,
p;
=NYY L
z [ZZ T

ZZ"U +Zni2, -2N
i J i
43 . - N)

Fy= (2-4)

LR, n, AR CLAELEME j AHENGRE, o, ABKATNRRE, NAENE

REC py RBIRABTER JAREBKTFTRERE, T,.T, 2MARCKAENE j M EE
ACERIE .

2.2.23 [T XA FE: (GLMMD)

JTNCERPRMERE O N R (Y) REN T AAE e Sk {Mccullagh & Nelder,
1989)

b(8)
Y :9 (2-5)
Iy (3.0,4)= ep{ %) +o(y ¢)}
MERHRRRERH: L=logf =.ﬁ$+ c(y,¢) (2-6)

K, al(g), H(G), c(y,d) WACTERL, 0 WRIEEH (canonical parameter), ¢ HAEE
2% (dispersion parameter). MMNER (V) MATEMFETN (2-6) ARMFWER, KR
FRE@LIXG) =0, E(-5°L/06) = E((3L/36)") @

E(Y,,0,,8)=u, = b'(ei)
» ou,
Var(Y,,0,.¢) =b"(0,)a(g) = a(¢)(é?’) 27>
M (2-7) AFED, T YR AREE T ReEsl, HaysRErERE—4
FH (o), MEA—MRBTHERER. 27 LAHENP, IR EERREEIHE «
{ conditional meand> SEIETH 7 Oinear predictor) HER. BT HEHEB M5 EH% R

3



B @l R AR BT FHEERRRE Y BT R

HEGHWERRR, NMEMBEETZEBTREDE. XHR) RHHRE 5 —RgEn
MEFERH. #ELK, TNEHENTEH=THREE, N
(n=Xf+2Zu) FRERTEREATEAY. FULAHANNNEERBRATELH SN
# 12,

[T XEHRANBRET TRV ALRH TS, T (Laplacian) MR,
TR B N ELL A B 52 R 7 R ML B il o 7

XHRHX ~ XHRHZ B\ (xHRy 2t
ZHR'HX  ZHR'HZ+G*)l4) \ZHR'Y
Hep:  H=0uldy', R=var(l), y =y-u+Hny, p=hip). X2, h()HRBE

H¥, ERABMEASARMAMNRESBERTFRN, W T4 —BRH logist 5 probit
B, TR TIEAA S R R R - TR A log BRES .
7its (2-8) AR LSRRI BAAIE, W HMMBHRIT A MENHS, KR

W=HR'H, hry=HR'y", W (2-8) TPEHWT,

XWX XWZ B\ (Xhry (2.9
ZwWx  zwz+G7 i) \Zhry -
SEMREHENTEA N, AN FRARRNTERL 2 0EART M. SR
Hl Fisher REREHEATIE B SR SRV Rivt, Fisher RO AR+ 77 8220
|xHR Fx | (81 - 1) = X HR (p - ul)

lxHR Hx [ (84)= X HR (v -l + HpH) (2-10)

MEENTEMREBETHIAS, —REIBN £, 5—RRESHHE. SHEE
VERERI T Z AR ETEL, T SR BRI A O 2 A 4 il AT R HEU AR R B (quasi likelihood)
REML AiE8E8L, LR EmAR (2-11) Fik.

(B, o) = —%lani--;mln|XH'V"HX|—%(y' _HXBYV(y" ~ HXP) (21

A, c ATERAGAR, V =R+ HZGZ'H' . R THRIEERIG /T 2445443, 38T REML
TE W13 BT 2 4L B A

O.S{Diagli%( = 2:r( i )/ o} )] .{ 41 y lr(C"J c’ )]}6- = O.S{I};—f"} (2-12)

o, o,c

B (2-10) 5 (2-12) v 3 77 24 Sk ACHKAR (Mccullagh, 1989; Breslow %, 1993; Gianola
%, 1983; Ramon %, 1996; Donoghue, 2004).
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FRRMKRZE L El R A FE BRSO TR R
b e R A e

223 EiITEWMMRRMESR
BAEDSHOERE ETET R DNRE (BIAS) IR (MSE) RE&.

'Z'(irf ~K) In
MSE =42

hl

Z":(éf ~1)/n
BIAS = —— P @
nRE-SHAATENRY, W HBIRESNISIAES (1=123..n), K E#
FARE, ZERRTEEAGTRRERERE (Gamal, 1999).
HHESFRANBARRR SETONEERESITHF, FS5 ML TR EER
ZREATHMRRR . AKX (rank comrelation), BHRAFHEMFRTFEME, BHUSHR
P2 BRHERAET B 8L PR R () AR SR, kAR SCRRPEAERT, TV DRSBTS
R RTEE R Spearman FRH XS AN

X5

T nnt-1)

(2-14)

Khd, =X, ~Y, WHMEHEAIA SRR E.
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FERAL AL A B FEREBEREME TR R

23 BRSS!

2.3.1 B hEit

RBHMAT, THAEREN T REHREROSENE 22 PR, TUEH, TR
E T R S A A HHRIE M ERSE. BELE, HTEEERTE GLMM
TR N R RESEEM, ANTWE, LM AT RS MR ERREA, B
RFEWBA. W T™M e s e, BROEREAA % RBWE L, ¢ HRE
HEROER EEZWEE DG RRE, AT ™™ FENGT RS EREMA T
LM K GLMM 7732 [8],

2311 HRBAEH RIS RTER

RS A MBR R AR, =HFENHHE RS —ERRAENE, ERAMEH
RiBIERE, BRELA > 02, GLMM FEEZHSHAS FHARHEME: LM
ANIM R EARRSEAS T RERTRIHFAENER. CERMRMEERT, MEER
BIENTERNER, LM 5 T™M MBS T IRET ARG, SHLERRERE
EERFRAFERT. @ GLMM FiEK{ETHREMEMNERE (%22, B2-1D.

0.4

0.5
0 = 0.4
%2: ﬁo.a
-&r_/. . a2.2
=01 r %a1—
O_HmJ:]_A__mJ_ 0
0.1 0.2 0.4 .
AR AR %D
EILY ETH CIGLMM E3LM M TM O GLMM
sHEE (b-1) sNES (-3
0.5
;i;O.4
Hog )b ——
Eaz m
9.1 —
o Lo | pewd |
0.1 0.2 0.4
FEAR 4
ElLM MM OGLMM E3LM M TM O GLMM
BRES (c—-1) BY¥HE (c-3)

B 2-1 FRRAFHRATREASHHER
H: b, cRFEREEEAADIN 240 T 480; 1, 2. 3 FBMCEBRLEARY 0.1, 02 F 0.4 R

34



P E Rk LRI

BF FESEIERRA TN T R

F£ 2-2 =HHEEFE S BESTHMGTHRE D R EER
Table 2-2 Comparison of heritability estimates computed by three methods: linear model (LM); threshold method (TM)
and generalized linear mixed model (GLMM).

g ik LM ™ GLMM
Case hnz T hAZ T 1;2 O
1 0.0001 0.0000 0.0223 0.0078 0.0706 0.0115
2 0.0625 0.0036 0.0342 0.0186 0.1235 0.0892
3 0.1367 0.0412 0.1320 0.0369 0.1262 0.0756
4 0.0116 0.0024 0.0274 0.0024 0.0851 0.0082
5 0.0318 0.0089 0.0623 0.0176 0.1018 0.0801
6 0.0927 0.0112 0.0943 0.0212 0.1301 0.0769
7 0.0362 0.0041 0.0303 0.0033 0.1127 0.0432
] 0.0501 0.0108 0.0563 0.0502 0.1158 0.0667
9 0.1100 0.0318 0.1150 0.0275 0.1429 0.0858
10 0.0220 0.0076 0.0412 0.0152 0.1400 0.0667
1 0.6718 0.0130 0.0578 0.0326 0.1812 0.1020
12 0.1981 0.0528 0.1559 0.0779 0.2303 0.1101
13 0.0121 0.0074 0.0356 0.0057 0.1782 0.1164
14 0.1009 0.0524 0.0866 0.0236 0.2055 0.1032
15 0.1423 0.0861 0.1754 0.0527 0.2264 0.1204
16 0.0414 0.0066 0.0423 0.0096 0.2104 0,1018
17 0.1012 0.0526 0.0972 0.074 0.2166 0,0892
18 0.1851 0.0811 0.1765 0.0420 0.2270 0.0796
19 0.1140 0.0133 0.1126 0.0381 0.3301 0.1327
20 0.2022 0.0769 0.1920 0.0765 0.3812 0.1415
21 0.3218 01012 0.2861 0.1325 0.4101 0.1567
22 0.0441 (.0239 0.1236 0.0253 0.3548 0.1671
23 0.1216 0.0550 0.1923 0.0369 0.4210 0.1855
24 0.2751 0.1006 0.3161 0.0837 0.4462 0.1549
25 0.1010 0.0544 0.1567 0.0239 0.3865 0.1212
26 0.1925 0.0827 0.2502 0.0566 0.4070 0.1347
27 0.2837 0.1535 0.3215 0.1876 0.4100 0.1413

1 BEAMTHER 100 REHRE: 2 FERASTHENMAEER 2-1 b,
Note: 1. Each value of heritability estimates is the average of 100 replications. 2. Factors influencing the estimates for

each case are defined in Table 2-1.
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2.3.1.2 HXRREEN B4 DG ERIER

FEERER R EENRE, ZHirkibafkhs Ra8d EAriad. 8F GLMM
Tiik, RRBA RN LM 1T BAETERERE R, BiEHHTORERERIR
(%22, B22), fE—FEEEBHE LM AT TM FEnHeREN R R KBESR, 4
YER A TR REARRT (10%-20%), FIFLXBR A THEA DA REE: MNREER
BHEE (40%), LM 1 ™M Bf LS GLMM Fifi s R4y, SuEEiRss g
ERHERT. MMTE, CLMM TEMEREAZNBBER R LA,

MERMERE, AFFMERELET, GLMM ATl 4 RREEEM, FH
REE R B A RAEE, GLMM R & 7o (LB m e i .

0. 15 [ S ——
= o1 E 0.2
Fasd 3
5 50
* 0.5 # 0.05
0 0
01 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.4
RRELEE®) EBHEERG)
EILH W OIGLMY @LM W TH O GLYM
(A*=0.1) (R*=02)
0.5
Z 04—
Eo3
@ 0.2 °a
01—
0
0.1 0.2
RHELEE®)
BEILM ETH DGLMM
(R =04)

M 2-2 FERNEEETRIBEDHITER (EBA/ A 240 B9

Figure 2-2 The estimation effect of heritability under different categories of incidence (population size is 240)

23.1.3 BAEK X B DTSR NER

—EADRITEGHRBE TR, B NSFBERE MRS WA
R RAEE, EEHAET, HEEEMBENMEL (120-~480), LM. T™ FI GLMM =&
T ENRRBET —EBENLA, BREMANERARAVE. SUAEERES
(B =04) REFMERRREE (7=04) FRT, EMBXAIRERERE DG
MREALRALW, T HBERE AR PR NET (8 2-3),
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PERAFE EERR BE FEERIERB SN
ettt —————————

0,12
L 0l
008 —
= 0.06
%am
0,02 ——
OZJIFMJdl_
120 240 120 240 480
AP KA (L) HEREE A A (3K)
BlLM WT¥ OGLMM ElLM BT OGLMM
(h*=0.1,7=0.1) (W’ =0.1,7=04)
0.5
+ 0.4

= o -

i 0.3 - {

R

# 0,2 B
0 . 0

120 240 480 240

e DT
oo 0 e 0

HERRBER A (36 EREE Hb (L)
LM B TH OGLMX BIMMETM OGLMM
(h*=04,7=0.1) (h*=04,7=04)

P 2-3 REEREREA N T AR R

Figure 2-3 The evaluation effect of heritability from different population size

2.3.0.4 AR R

BLE, EZHSEAET, GLMM FEMGEHREHERREEEE, HiHRERA
A, BT GLMM HIRIFSHEHE. £ GLMM 4, ERRMRan Sk
(g, =e" f(A+e™)), FERRCA(Y,) = p,(1-p,) n, B i R W P 7 12 TR (LAY
W SFRERERENK, ATEHLENMNERNEESNL, THSEHERMRE.

MATE, MRAFRBRES % (UM {4t S EREEERBE SN AR TR, BE
R W E AR, B RAERBRERENER F. B TM FEEHRE NN, SEH
ERERN A% R ERER, AU TM FERSHE DS REHNT LM 5 GLMM
P

LM A1 TM Jr v UR 2 R A R A AR A h 0% K, T GLMM il e
R W AR R R S R ER T R ARERE A RS, BEEREE DRI R R R
A, LM A TM 1 id 4 O i ot 3 R s OB s in (@ 2-4).,
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g | i
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B 2-4 FRFRMEERTFToMAENGETRENESR (EMEA/NY 240 BERD

Figure2-4 Comparison of heritability estimates computed by three methods with difference incidence of

categories. (the base population is 240)

232 BEHEITAERE

AR TR AR (MSE) FifhitRZ (BIAS) W% 2-3 Aisk. MSE fil BIAS
B 100 WERHBEG (SRAR 213, &S WRR T RN ERE H 48T 0T AR
FE.

EZPSHAST, GLMM HERGIHRZEEMED, BREBIREE, SHAEHRIE
MEEREEMERT (ir, =0.10), GLMM FEMMAXRBLR. MHEREERHR
. 1T LM 5 T™ Jrikhidtes s oA A=, Tt GLMM Bt — 210

.

HREFER A RAERNF K, TM 5 LM FENRE S5 ME LT iR E2 TR
%, T GLMM J7 iEINiE 45 07 v R E RIS T R DE B X (8 2-5, B 2-6), X1
fER T GLMM JriErt it hmfasie. At RREREEEE/E (40%), TM 5 LM
R A THERBE S GLMM FikEE R K, BEIRERN R A EGENHE T, GLMM
TR B TR mR R k.

AR EBEARRMEE T, HREEL BTN LM, T™M 1 GLMM =877 k5
B A2, EREERBEENNER (01504, LM 5 TM FiEfEi 185588
3. N ) =)

AIELE W, AT LM I T™M JriE, GLMM 7] LU #ER 1 i S Bk frid e &
B, EHAMEAZERBESNENRERTEHRENOEN.
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B XBEBREEITOTERA

Table 2-3 Comparison of mean square error and bias of heritability estimates among three methods: linear model (LM);

threshold method (TM) and generalized linear mixed model (GLMM).

244 M ™ GLMM
Case MSE BIAS MSE BIAS MSE BIAS

1 0.0998 -0.9280 0.0604 -0.8123 0.0086 -0.3014
2 0.0141 -(.3655 0.0433 -0.6554 0.0055 0.2350
3 0.0134 0.3682 0.0102 0.3321 0.0069 0.2512
4 0.0781 -0.8812 0.0527 -0.7260 0.0022 -0.1528
5 0.0465 -0.7123 0.0142 -0.3817 0.0005 0.0116
[ 0.0015 -0.0682 0.0003 -0.0570 0.0091 0.3201
7 0.0407 -0.6253 0.0486 -0.7152 0.0016 0.1273
8 0.0249 -0.4791 0.0191 -0.4327 0.0025 0.1528
9 0.0012 0.1023 0.0023 0.1520 0.0184 0.4290
10 0.1584 -0.7682 0.1261 -0.7940 0.0180 -0.3231
11 0.0822 -0.6476 0.1011 -0.7011 0.0018 -0.0952
12 0.0018 -0.0095 0.0097 -0.2412 0.0047 0.1525
13 0.1765 -0.9355 0.1351 -0.8229 0.0024 -0.0829
14 0.0491 -0.4911 0.0643 -0.5674 0.0015 0.0277
15 0.0166 -0.2885 0.0030 ~0.1230 0.0035 0.1226
16 0.1258 .-0.793 I 0.1243 -0.7885 0.0054 0.0656
17 0.0488 -0.4934 0.0528 -0.5143 0.0014 0.0833
18 0.0011 -0.0745 0.0028 -0.1175 0.0036 0.1425
19 0.2045 -0.7520 0.2065 -0.7185 0.0122 -0.1747
20 0.0978 -0.5121 0.1082 -0.5239 0.0009 -0.0470
21 0.0153 -(.1955 0.0324 -0.2846 0.0025 0.0252
22 0.3167 -0.7897 0.1910 -0.6628 0.0052 -0.1146
23 0.1938 -0.6960 0.1078 -0.5092 0.0011 0.0653
24 0.0390 -0.3122 0.0176 ~0.2107 0.0054 0.1169
25 0.2235 -0.7473 0.1480 -0.6082 0.0045 =(.0346
26 0.1076 -0.4875 0.0561 -0.3645 0.0005 0.0175
27 0.0338 -0.2773 0.0154 -0.2252 0.0025 0.0258

E: FEBACFNSRMETR 21 PAH.

Note: Factors influencing the estimates for each case are defined in Table 2-1.
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Figure 2-5 The bias of heritability estimates among three methods under the different true heritability and incidence of

categories. ( the base population is 240 )

it BN

EIMSE(LM) EIMSE(TM) BIMSE(GLMM) B:&4:%

2-6 FRENAEHMAINBREF T =77 500 E MG TSR L ERLRE X 240)
Figure 2-6 Comparison of mean square error of heritability estimates among three methods under the different true

heritability and incidence of categories. (the base population is 240)
23.3 BRMEHFERZKIEX

WE—SHAAETBRL 100 &, FFFAH LM A GLMM BR 4 36T R34
BN EERMYE, L BRI PE AN, (HERBNEMEHERZ A6 Spearman B
KW 24 Bz, £ GLMM reh, SERNEAMEGERE (g, =" /(1+e")), HZEEX
Hv(p)= p,(1-p,)/ n, il Fisher FHEX 2B M MAFFHERT AT . HF A e
&3 A GLMM-EERIBAIN S LM-EEME A2, HE MR R DR RS2 A
X RHFARL . FHFRA R LR M- LRREHE, USLABREREHER 504
BARO. BTREAFRANAER, XEFHENRESRERRENHNERRE.
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Table 2-4 Rank correlations between trie order and prediction order of breeding values using different methods (LM

and GLMM).
PN LEHRETFREBRAEX S
rank cormrelations
case relative accuracy
LM -H{8 GLMM -Fi{if LM-GLMM
1 0.5324 0.8572 0.7921 1.6101
2 0.6874 08948 0.8275 1.3017
3 0.7332 0.9215 0.9240 1.2568
4 0.5823 0.8624 0.8044 1.4810
5 0.6832 0.8962 0.8331 1.3117
6 0.7157 0.9205 0.9210 1.2862
7 0.5623 0.8452 0.8435 1.5031
8 0.6928 0.9013 0.9061 1.3009
9 0.7036 0.9281 0.9427 1.3191
10 0.6092 0.8921 0.8733 1.4644
11 0.7135 0.9068 0.8924 1.2709
12 0.7610 0.9016 0.9061 1.1848
13 0.6184 0.9040 0.8832 1.4618
14 0.7126 0.902.3 0.8951 1.2662
15 0.8132 0.9160 0.9511 1.1264
16 0.6863 0.9122 0.8917 1.3261
17 0.7128 0.9102 0.9241 1.2769
18 0.8549 0.9114 0.9237 1.0661
19 0.6914 0.9023 0.9012 1.3053
20 0.7431 0.9221 0.9114 1.2408
2] 0.8762 0.9316 0.9621 1.0632
22 0.7228 0.9101 0.9109 1.2591
23 0.7544 0.9218 0.9226 1.2288
24 0.8845 0.9305 0.9617 1.0520
25 0.7336 0.9155 0.8957 1.2480
26 0.7642 0.9201 0.9175 1.2040
27 0.8928 0.9146 0.9623 1.0244
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P EARA R i Pow X EAEERRE S TR R

B EHE B A BT LE ], LM 5 GLMM HEME 4 R SR EMEZ Y
—ERER, INERTERATAURDIAHNEUGEREDUREG, BETFKgETE
FREAINLMFRREMENTHEER S, MAMEMEERERNHTER. BaEER
RGNS RSEFEHRERFEYE, FHERNOEREBRESE. £XHFEMAP, &
FREORIEME A, AT LA BIRY b 38 by — e b B SR X IR B L B A T N T LR IE, 1L
ZHER ARG,

AAFEMERHEFRAACKE RS RRE, ERRNSHAAT, GLMM AEEMHH3 R
HAFEBEMNT LM ik, H9 GLMM JREEfH 2 EAEREREREFTAET —EN
R

MG EHEHE AR AR E, B LM 5 GLMM FiRB AN FEN R TE
W FHAR BB E TR ER R E FER (F2-4). BEHEERBE DR RREERKHANES,
GLMM BIEANERSEA TR, A = 04,7 =048 (S544E27), GLMM LM
MRS LM 7 GITHEREE R R 1.0244). EBE RETIRE R £ 2L/,
GLMM MR i & S (WS HE-4 1 FHEshERMEA T 1.610D), HERHEERE DA
KRB R E R E RS S, GLMM A MR350 B R T e o, e
VEE AR R R k.

BEBKE, GLMM kiR 74 R AR BRI LM s — 2 0 i3h, (EIRSa A
BT 2 MERE, €8 ML RTEPARBIE I EE R0 SR S TR,

24 WHE55ie

HEl, #ZREFHHEEEROEEMTEHREETEMNEE, KRB0 EER
AETRERABEELSHMBER, —FRAEEEABEIR TR B, AR
IEESHOTRT, RASHEOIFEIERHTRAE S, R hREMFER B8
SBARBIEMEE (Falconer, 1996, AAERRERIBMIME 0L 5 I EH — M ETE ML S
A6, TR REME S BRI — R 7 MR HBCR . SEER R 47
TERMGH, FERETT URERGEHMERNE. | XAERSEIR—RIESEHER
MBI (Mccullagh, 1989), ‘EiEH TSR BIERMRE ST Bob 1 Uk
BANZHETRAT AT ESS T, BMAT RIFWHETER.

241 GLMM F#RiinEmE=

FOFFR B T R RKBE LSRR, EREIAETRRESE.
GLMM T RA—E A, XHM AN R BB A B (Rekaya, 2001; Gianola, 1983;
Inge Riis Krosgaard, 2002; Meuwissen %%, 1995), Meuwissen %% (1995) 2Bk EER M
AT RS, MRS A BRI, YRR 2 SRR,
R GLMM J53 B8 LM 7ol S48 00 1~2% (50 (B2 238 MR 2 — 483tk
it FIH GLMM JrERT £ 3784 85%MREEE, AERMER T, LM RN R
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P R AL RS AT iR WoE FEHBER B S0 2R
S st ———— 7 ———————————————————————————

TR R, T GLMM Jrik Tl i B s Sk S 3R B AL . X E. LM T
ETHBAE HNBREE: ™M FERNBENSHRARAN T IME GLMM Zf8l. ALEM TR
HHHFSERER, EARMNSELET, GLMM kB HHE G R AR R R T
LM 7k, BERANSHAETHEMNS N SERHEF, RY GLMM ket £ X H R
Rt EHA 2R, HFHRY T RAPIRHERN — 48R,

R D RER I RY R E N BEDG TR FRATNOAR ST ERNY
W, REERBEHEANER, GLMM FEHR—ERENRERE, LM 5 ™™ it
¥77R (MSE) MAWEMKHEY, MBERAERGRS, =RrEnaErnmgias
LTS, R AR LM R TM RO 45 ORI EL . A R R R HIRE, GLMM
ke TR ER MR R A AN ES, XEERHT GLMM HiktiiE e
fEShE. Hik, EEHEFTRIRBERIMET (NBEIMRARER) KABNKFHRE
KMMBES FHE. TR MER R EROEEMR, %M LM sk@#n
BT 0T, LR GLMM it RS .

2.4.2 GLMM HZH R

BRAMNIIFE T EBEN 4R R, BN T2 XYM EEERT S, GLMMAIER
ST RAME (Tempelman, 1996; Gianola, 1983), RRFEBERRE T ZRBMLSE LHK
7, ZTERRTEHBIRHRBESN (FRSAMEERENFERNE RE1-2), Fit.
X T BB poissonsd i BIF= A B AR T S Al logi%e #: o MUK ScHlmi A8 UM BEAE 48 1L, AT
FA A A5 RHAF (Thomson %, 2003; Gianola, 1983). BMIEHMPALMAFIERENER
HEK, ERMABUELCRMAESRSMA, M TFH%ER, KENEERD S8, £3/0EH
PHILHEEHEBSAER, EI98R MM (binomial). £HAA (multinomial). i
12475 (poisson) AR TN (negative binomial). MFE PR GRS . AN K
1 RGBSR ERA IR R0 14090, A X B A, PR IR SR
MBI A E B 4. KEHRES (Foulley, 1993; Olesen, 1994; kB,
1999), MFAREEZMLBEMER, TOUEHEEEEERRER, MAEMNEER ST
WA HGLMMATIEAE SIS BT B AR R, 0 ERER T4 LA,

243 GLMM AZBIR ARG =

HAT, " XEEREE RN TEEYEROEE 57, SRF MM GINRRD. 2R
R BREETHE, TOEHSPTROMER A £ R 00 ) A 5k 35 RS2, G0 B A
DRYE. PRE. SRS BENBMS SR, RIEZ 4, GLMM LT ABZ i 4
BHPMEETE? SRMZETEN. HEE, MERTREAZKRERRE, 3 EERE
FIRELEHEREIL QTL (HEIRMAD T AR RERTTMHAE, FirtF A4 RERE
HAM T EFNEEERETRRAM RSN, BEARACEIMOER, FHELNEET
AR HLZ AR QTL MM ACERL, (HEE T —wismided . AT, BF
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P E R K 2T FE AKERBIERBETIERA

%5 BRI B R QTL SERL MG T i EBH LT JL#: Bayesian . GLMM. STM
( Structural threshold model) FIFEBETES, XU EEALLHEYE RN QTL B

CEETEEMER. BNTRE/LMFE, GLMM FiEBARY, Bk, #% cLMM ikl

ABHHERE QTL B AR R4 5 — BB A A 3h 4 2 2 BB s R — MR E A

244 FIREHIILSEE

WEFFH Z A BIEROLRRE, THRAUTEEAR: AT HMGRIEAE, A
GLMM ¥R SRR AT IS ST Aol —SE R R3S, TERE ) R VR 2 B TR
HREBREE T I BB T LM J7ik, (B, GLMM MK SR 2R AR 2 BIME AR
HHRBRE RN, MEEREEHDIRRREENEA, GLMM RSN F R

B R %% 18 BIE — ik R A BRI 2 R Bt P IRAR, HTRERE, HEA A
BRI ELHEAT AR B FSL.
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PR A i B8 FEARERQIL B AHEIT

F=E RESHMRK QTL EMLAZFHR
3.1 "I

EFRAWANCERR, KBS FHRCHER, EATASTFAELTHESEHRNERE
PLEALIEI. B4 FRERCHEENREHER &S HEENETERRN, TFHE
HRTTE, TERRNEZ N RAREMREEEE (Quantitative Trait Loci, QTL), QTL EAz
H R A R A B AR L B2 BER At SIEDIR QTL Bh T RERL E M KN, QTL &
DR KRR EERR TR R RS S RS T AR RE RS, BTk, — 8T QTL Kl
LE i a4k R (Christoph, 2001; Weller, 2001; Zhang Qin, 1998; Lander, 1989;
Knott, 1992: Haley, 1992; Gomez-Raya, 1997; Thaller, 1996), &3 T A EESY,
QTL RN 5w AL R K KITH, B MR thET T B,

BATA T QTL MG MER TEASZHELE TR, AREEN— PR EIRIH
QTL BAW MM E, BAERNTRDITRE, BROUREUR MM AES. XS iEm
R ERETIEEREERMIRL-QTL E8at, ERENBMNESH AR T EREK
BTE CrZRE) PBRERT, U LERNEH QTL A ka6E IS 5N —Bt s
i (Thaller, 1996; Weller, 2001; Yi, 1999; XU, 1996, 1998; Lunetta, 2000). W%t T4~
R EZ4 7 0 £ HE B AR (discrete traits) R¥t, BTXEMROBESTGYE, £E2WMH
ZIR (Binary) 434, £ (Multinomial) #3#isk#& Bk (Poisson) 447, AIMREZINF:AUE L
BERMNETREMENRR, RAMESEEE BRIAREL (Falconer, 1996; Gamal, 1999;
Gianola, 1983), [, KKK EREEBICR (MR HATHRT-QTL M A4
HITh AR, EESFHBRNER. REmk, HEsidyEateR QTL B AN T £
BB — R T 2. X TR RN SER, 28R 80 Rack Rl Rtk
QTL EM BB ERATENME. BEMKE (Wright, 1934; Falconer, 1996) (KR F T 412
MBS R OREER) BIEDH A, BB RETHEAEEDA (underlying liability) HI{E
REMZ L, WAEBREYNEGHFT —MBENTENENESEN 5, EROERESH
ERMESERAY —RIECHOBMKR, BEBTAESNTE LM REF) X aign

( generalized linear model, GLM) (Mccullagh, 1989), it iM% (link function) W E(E
HBERNABRR, ATIERLERmMNEREER L, USSR ERET.

WA K B BT E P DRI T EBENIER (Tempelman,1996; Rekaya,2001; Gamal,
1999: Gianola, 1983), ZEHYMRARMPHEIER QTL 2 frrp by K RIGHFFTMIE. Hackett
A Weller (1995) FH BIAEAL I IHERT AR W T 4 288IRI6 OTL BEOHT T 153, £
WEEIM b, HSERRET FLERMNAIE (Xu & Awchley, 1996; Thaller, 1996; Heather, 2001;
Yi, 1999; Visscher %, 1996; Rebai, 1997; Xu %, 1998; Inge Riis Korsgaard, 2002), {HX
THEERRE TIEXRICTHT (0 BC, P2 B0, BTRENBAEHRIES, BERG
RSB F B RIBAY T 5 4 K & B QTL & A 7T A H AR 3. Yi & Xu 5(1999)
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PERAF L2 B=% FEBEHRQTL EREMN
gttt —— e —————————————————————————————————————

R TEM T2 KL R R EEE R VER (fixed-model), RREALARE R LN
Z MR QTL. HIFEMY, U2FERFANSEBRDHZM RN ERR, MAEE
R F R LA AR BT S EIE S, ZER SRR, At b, HNEERT
QTL B#ER! (random model), BENUELZI S QTL 1 MBS ERAE FHNER, B
EX QTIL Az m 7 ZHE R R ERAE e ANER PSR SR G . FIHBEE,

Kadarmideen % (2000, 2001) 33/ [ —FHE TR ABGUAK LK AEE (generalised interval
mapping method) JTEEMEZ M ERBRRRB Z4HMER QTL f08, HAHTMSEINTRA
Newton-Raphson ##k. HTHERFHERTEERMR (ordinal traits), [Fik, ZHFEHAR
i1 QTL SEA I ml 5 R BT E & Fh A ik B 3K (Rao & Xu, 1998; Spyrides-Cunha %5,
2000),

MABHIEF S, AINBEEROENREREER, —HEEEA T EETNSTE
WK EXNRBIICIAS, BRBEHATFRURSEFTRAOEREB TERER: FE2
B TVFZIETF R HUE R T B E R it H LT A (Tempelman,1996; Rekaya,2001). %F
A RBEX B EMBEARNE—BRRE, —LLaiEM BiRP KRt R A s T AR R,
CHEFAHRER AT —SEENRRERZIEMERMOBEAER, HHRL2HFN
ol FAIARHI 2R, AR AN BRI E M B HSRBEAM T M. EHh
W, HEE B R B AP KA &0 DL R R AR A T R B H A0, AR
X EETERA QTL M rh gstt AT TR, 5 NERHERRMESR R, RHBALUAR §5E
DRy B 5 — R R A R B A R AT B, SR R B R QTL AR EER
RETHRHIN, DI REIHEEER QIL B k.
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chiEARAr KA B B=T XERER QTL Ehr LR

32 MElER®

32,1 BIREITSEIRER

AT QTL EMU T RE B A ERRER G, EMBREHEL LR R, 245
BT RBE (230 0 3 BE (F5R) BEER, RUTHE - EMHEESE, 1\
Wright (1934) KIBIHERE, BPER & MEESEMRIVRES |, RE—MHENT T RENE
S (BETR), BER RS ALS FMMBREREL, FoER Rt , o
RS RIEEIELSTETENS A, RERERMREREORER (WRTREERDM,

32.0.. WMBRRHSHRBEFHEMNTE

FIRER TR QTL G g LIARANA T 5K ARV PaRENBER (—REELT
EYTaRE, HEERURSESABANEREXR) TR~ ERRE S E. A,
FHARBEARCL QTL A LRAFRAM SN ENNELE, A2BNESHDN, YRA
ERESAT LA B MR E BT HE . B Monte Carlo 51, PR 84 %) LA
PERBAFICT QTL A1 8 EMEE, RGRIBEFEBADFRIIA AR QTL £ A RIS
PERGNERRENE. BRPEE 10 kA E, GRAES05 50 LHEXR, BhSuT—
MBS XRERIEBERRI AN 500 k.

3212 HEREREBBSRBESHBE

RIBBET R, MBI R B R E R E N . QTL Yl T B MR T,
AT AR A A

z=XB+gon + 8o te (3-1)
bz A MMMETER RO R, N E, xf AXMARKITE AT (8
BRHERIED: gon A ME QTL BREBIMMNY; g, A EBENERERIT, o KBIHE

BHN. g0, ~N (0, 0ry) (0L, AEEEMERESE) , o~ N 0, 67) (o2 HHEHIRL

BNTTED.
PERFBRRERBETR P ENSEE (o) RE, BTIEFo BB ARG

K& By, ANEHEEREEE, T RBIMERAYORS p, &P S5 EUE

1 zzv
Yy = (3-2)
0 z <o
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thERAL KL i F=F FEEMER QTL AL
. __ _ . ______ . . . _______ |

ST C M EHRERAEW, WEEME (0,00, BED <, <..<0,, I
PR EATRNRER AR, RRUTRORHERRE.

v, <z<p, S y=kk=12..¢c, U,=-0,b =40 (3-3)

T LmR KR, KREEAN MG AR BT, Bkt s g e e
BEIE, WILH LR TR AR A (A RR o MOt AT A AT AT e K S 20, PRIE A B T A

Rel)” LEMHA (GLM) RSTT R8BI IEH.
# QTL SR EAXNART, BEERMAFREN 31 X, ATEFRUBR,

EERERLEE NSRS, o) BRAMRETE (BEMNSERTERN QTL
MIFETHRD, A, N OTL MBBENE (o7) ERBIENE (o2 PIHE. ELARIER

BENR . A Mol MERT, THEGATE T 25

T 211 32 T _ 1.2 2 .2 : _ 2 2
o,=0,(1-k), o, =0, *h*, 6,=0,*4A,, 0., =0, -0,

QTL MEFBEFTRIEERR o) = 2p(1- p)a’ HHE (Falconer, 19963, p F1(1- p) 55

X OTL RSO EFEARHEF SR, FHIFP p MEUER 05; o HREBARMTHHE.

ERKBBIEFRNITRT (d=0), a=/o2/2p(1-p). OTLM 3 FEER 00, Og#n
gq RUERBUES B o, 0 R —a. FRNSREREHTY

8oop =055y, +0.580, +m (3-4)

b m ARBREEE, BART NGO, o2) o, =02501-/)+(1- f,)ol,
SR L B ARERFRERE R Y BEAT P o FEFE.

3213 S¥ER

AT ETEHASITENRS, FRHFPHHERT MBI LR, NRIZE (M, -M,)
BEFERIES QTL 208 (M, - QTL ) MIEAXK (£,,1) BEIZAAT (030, 0.15), (0.20,
0.10), €0.10, 0.05), EAIFNE 3 FMIRTEE: QTL 73 Rttt H ZHTR (A ) BTN
ZANKF 010, 030, 0.50; PRREEBEHEE S 2 KT 0.10, 040,

MNFZGEER, BEPRE | EEE (7)) REAHAKTF 02, 0.50: HF 3 WHE
FHER, BEP 4 PFEREFNEEE (7,0=1234) BHBBEHNFHE KT

{7, =020,7, =0.60,7, =0.15,7, = 0.05)F 7, = 0.20, 7, = 0.30,7, = 0.30,7, =0.2).

F—2RH & MG EEERE 1000 K. 935 QTL & B SN HGHT 4t

ZJEHEAT 1000 RARRLE RGP,
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_________ __________ o ]
322 EPSTMEE

FAC—QTL 8oy B R A M R 844 BAET, H—REEMMGHEFE M, #
B MR BFRESAR I (Weller 55, 1995, 2001); - Fr R LR HB RIHELR )y
RIBIERITT ¥ (GLM), ERE TR il R LM —FE bR (X &,
1998; Rao & Xu, 1998; Spyrides-Cunha %, 2000). Hd—FRHBEEHEBEHHEAHS
BETESAEMBER.

32210 Z#HE

XF TG BIER B R MSERR A, AR KRB B T RAONS . R4

WA (Weller %, 1995, 2001):

Yao=pta +Z,a, +(1—Zﬂ)as2 +e, (3-5)
HAY, AW s kABE JMRTEERAR L MERNERE, o WABNEERRN: a,
K QTL BAGRBRBMEBN (k=120 Z, RFERCERL j AERERAGTFLAH
BE AT EERAE (R 3-8, TS REEER AT EMRE, bRgmel
HEHLH

Yu=u+S+Z,a +e, (3-6)
KBS =a, +a,, WABHNN: a, =a,—a,, FMEQTL B u MBKISN, KT
ST ERRIERE 4= 0. TR —RUEME, o DRAERNE LR ST SRS
it

R 31 ZUGHERMERBDE BN RE
Table 3-1 Genotype and relative frequency of progeny in the daughter design

AL AL HELE AR Rt AER
sire gamete genotype _progeny genotype  genofypicvalue relative frequency  marker genotype
MIOM?2 0- a, +a, 1-rr, (1-r) MIM?2

MlgM?2 q- a,+a, nr/(1-r)

M10m?2 Q- a, +a, A-rdr /r Mim2
Mlgm?2 q- a,+a, n(l-r)/r

mlQM?2 o- a, +a, nt-r)/r mlM?2
mlgh?2 q- a,+a, (I-r)r, /r

mlQm?2 0- a, +a, ny /(1-r) mlm2
mlgm?2 q- a, +a, 1-nr /(1-7)
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PRERRFEEEA R =R FEBBER QTL B R

3.222. ©XEZMAE (GLD

ZHERENNSRERITR, KRN REENTER, BEXARNGENLERIE
), BERMRLEREH, SHANHEIERER. EFEREHMHIBIRT, —8A
NEMRBBRUAE EHFE—TRENELTR (2), WEZTETHAR G- FREY
iR, SEAMBHEY (y) Rb—RABRERBERE (AR 3-2M33),

xRS, & QTL 1 x ERAWAFHERIMBRMRT, /LK#ExE
AZE A, RATEEN

3
f(z;)= Zﬁem) Ju(z))
i=l
R frey, =Pr(G=im), REAEjEATRBEFYF QIL HF A K
i(i = 00,0q.9q9) F&AEE, TEISSHEARRTHL (£3-2 %H_j); T ) A=F
ERANMMBETRENESIHTERE, BARBRFENREREME (a,d,-a).

A N AFRRER, Y,G 0 RFA 4 j REMEMEREE, TR Y, it h £
ﬁmﬁ, —-[W sz es WJC]Ts EEFI

N T,
w’*—(} ink, =12,...¢

FEEANE j ERRENRET. W BRASISH, 34 Priw, —IIG )=P, . X#t
MEjREEREW, BUBREREN £,(G)= HP""‘ - AP MENERRG G, TEUE, B
WRBEE W, AELUR (B 3 ﬁTﬁEH‘JEI’ﬂM$ﬂHrmﬁ) X

f,=Y.5r(G, =G )fAG, =G)) = Zpr(G G)HPJ‘;" (-1
i=1

HH. G =4a,G,=d,Gy=—a, FWHIMEERE. £ G- APERINFERRTEA 5 EH
FRE, —REFHMGERMES P, ZEMNERE, FERNA ZENMERLYHE
TR

fee [RAES S RMBBAIRTF, P, ATEUECH
Pe=®, —-x'B-g,-G)-O,_, —-xB-g, -G)) (3-8

B, g FRME F IEEREN, OO WREESHBER. b TRMIEP, ML EY
REMERSY, HTEAX ST URB Logistic # X RE L ( Bonny, 1986 ),

D(E) ~ y(ct) =-1—% L KB e=m/3 . SRR P, B
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__expldy, ~(xB+g,+G)I}  explelv,, —(¥f+g, +G,))

~ - (3-9)
1+ exp{c[uk -('B+g;+ GJE 1+ exp{c[vm_l -(x'B+g, +Gj)]}

K 7 VBT =R QTL ZF B M vl L B AN R AR TR R RN, 7R 45 2 I AR
CBELNT, QIL MEMRER fre,, =Pr(G =i|M), EF M HIFCERRMBER, WL
BUMBR, BWURS ML, FTHDSRAX—5MHE, woTLllid 4 i E A 4K
HHE (R 3-2). BHER j OBAREERT N

3 3 c
=206, =GM)f,(G, =G =3 pr(G, =G Py
i=1 i=1 k=1
FACBER R EUR S (N NER) WRTH
L=[1/, (3-10)

HF (3100 REFHHLR, ERESH (0,0,6,8.G) VHERMERLT, 5IABEER
P, it EM HETEETRKSBMRAUMRE (Nelder %, 1965; Mccullagh, 1989; XU,
1996: Rao 55, 1998). JFW WU B A HLURBEE (InLy,, >, MAMARE
(LR=2(nL,, —Inl))) #T QTL MLBEHRE.

# 32 FH QTL BEBMEMHEE (Pr(G = kjm))
Table 3-2 The conditional probabilities of a QTL genotype with given marker genotype

ABEEE R QTL EFH
2 ok 0 Oq 99

MIMIMZMZ [C-rD) (t-r2)/(1-v)]p Lo rlr2/(1-r)) (1-p)+[rir2/(1-r} Jp (rir2/ (L-r}) (1-p}
HIM1M2m2 (l-rl)p (1= r1}(1-p}+rip rl(1-p}
MIMIm2m2 [r2(-r1)/rlp [v2{(1-r1) /r] (1-p) +[r1{1~r2) /r]p [er(a-r2) /r) (L-p)
Mim1M2M2 (1-r2)p (1-r2) (1-p}+r2p r2{l-p)

MIQM2/mlqm2  M1mlMZm2 0. 5p 0.5 0.5(1-p)
Mimlm2m2 r2p rZ(i-p)+{1-r2)p (1-rg} (-p}
mlmiM2M2 [rt(1-r2}/rlp [r1(l-r2) /el (1-p) + (r2{1-r 1) /xIp [r2(i-r1)/r] (1-p)
mimiM2m2 rip r1l-p)+ (1-r}p (1-r1) (1-p}
mlmln2m2 [r1r2/(1-1)1p [rie2/ -0 -y +[1-r1e2/ -0} ]p  [1- rlr2/(1-r) ] (1-p)

e r ABFEERERR, rLr2 085 QTL 5E, GMECRNERE, r=rl+r2-2rlr2,
P ARERS O MESR
Note: r is the recombination fraction between the two markers; rl and r2 is the recombination fraction between the

putative QTL and each marker, respectively; p is the frequency of alleles in dam population.
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T ————————————————————————————————
MF MR, EEEACUR BB AT

N

¥
L=]]lPry, =1m)] - [Pr(y, = o' (3-11)

i=t

o, Pr(y, = kjm) hMETTEARICERAE (m) FRIWREL (k=01) W&HER

3 3
Pr(y, = llm) = Zﬁ'e;(n Py Pr(y, = 0!”’) = Zﬁ'ei(k) (1= Fyy)
k=1 k=l

Py =Pi(y, =1G = k) =Pr(z, > |G = k), #FAEN QTL HEMH k MEMEIRE 1
MMM, 2 G0 KERTR, 25 InL HHNEEa,d,0 RESFOTEY 0, THE
BY P, M TRET

N N N
2 Wiy Vi Zwi(l)yn Zwi(i)yi

-P| = i=:v ’ .Pz = i=3v » .P3 =l (3-12)

Z Wiy Zl Wyz) Z Wi
: .

ﬁ'ei(l)Ply’ (-7 )l_n
quv Wl(]) = 3 -
Zﬁei(k)Pky' (-p)™
=i

_ frep P (1-F )
Wiy =3

> fre B (1= P
k=1

e P (1- )™
Wiy = 3fr o (-F) (3-13)

Zﬁ'ei(npky' (-7 )I—y'

k=]

R ESHMENER T, LM LEALATTHR B, $T%AKR, 85 P, i
KA E, FURBEEHBASEMBERE (InL,,, ). HABRKL
(LR=2(nL,, —-InL))) #4T QTL LBEHKYK.

323 EEMAENBESKHRIIN

BT QTL B PRAMKRERLTE (LR) MiadEka, FkRSERHAHEOEUS T
GBI RRAE BEA 1~2 BTRASM, AR, BREAKE. RiosmE.
QTL SN EA REOREA SRR LM RO, Fitt, ATFREH T EHHHAT F#
PR EEMENTE, EH YT CEQTL #4) SMREET A4 1000 &, HitH
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o ok R 2 BE FESEIER QIL ALY R
B e e =

Hig ARt a, 2Rt B3 0.05 KPR LR B M {H.

BRI (Power) EXCHEREAERED QTL REE T B EZFNIAR S SHEBIX BN E
srih, Power A8 AR A EER .

Bf5KE (CI) i+ Lander and Botstein (1989) 12 LOD drop-off ik, HIFENS

W8 QTL ML 26 B RE(E— TP LoD B R B MEX EIER, 2 54T 96.8%H! 99.8%
MEEE (Mangin Z, 1994).
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o E R 2 A iR PR FEEBRIER QIL N BHH

33 #R594

3.1.1 QTL &Hayhit

B8 QTL 2HEBFHANSH (a) AUESH (), TRSHEETH QTL B4
R AR 3-3. 34, R 3-5 ML 3-6 P Kb, HIRAEFIHAR BEIE Iy RER
ARFRRZEE TR SR, BRI RFIENEEZAEFRIERMLSR .

3311 HHRREHREE

AFTTER QTL Z 6 R 92 BRI 1 ) B m, ¥R R 5 A IRE R R4 QTL
EMRBENERE. EFREUAANEHERES T, SRBPEREBEDRIEN
(R =0.1), QTL BN ESHMNMIHES LENRENER, MERIBEH0RA
(A =04), QIL SHEAHHIMERERTR EF, Fie R 8 HETER $ BEERS LIUXH
B
FERIRE BB AMBE QTL AERMHOEA T, BRM TS RBEERE, 258N
MIFFHEZE AR/ ERXN TREHAE IR (BHR) i, HBEHWREXRE (2
£ 0.01~0.30 Z[E), FMARM FRMMHBEERTE, BRI QTL VA HREENE,
sHEHLAS W BN RE.

3312 QTL e EM

QTL B77 ETRRN BF T35 QTL R BB H IR ¥ KMEm. QTL FEFRIRE QTL Jf
EEBNRETEPHANILE, EBT QTL BAAHERBAMEWMY A . Rk, 5%R
KRR, CSNEHMTERRNER, HE QTL FETMMM K, EMNAERILE
SRMRR.

EWFET 3 M QTL BN KADZE, AF 3-3~F 3-6 DL RTUEH, FEEAMHE
AT, GLM B LM EBD IS H AT RN RN, 7 QTL &AM SRl hik
IR F (A =00, A® =0.10), SHMETHESHNEEMRERR, B QTL MAH
HeRBE DA, 2ROSEHESEEZRRRERERD, RBRBR &5 HREE
ik, QTL AL R BN KDY,

33.13. FBREEENHER

HARMF R AN QTL SH M KRR BN K Sua ., BEBIR K0 ) 247 L 40 8
BRERNMAEZNS, KEEFEEGTEENEUSERSMERLEENEL, TEE
MMEEZREHREEENERBME. HRERRAERKN AP EEW R THETE D BER
PEFER, TERNERREEXREFSHATRIRED . fltn, 5T oHRbR, LR
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PR R AR BEE KEERER QTL AR
e ————————————— S e Oy

HIRRR AR 50%, SRR MEEHAIRER, M@EHRIXEERRE QTL Eir
IR, Bk, BEEERELAEZMMA (10%—>50%), QTL EMMBLHFEL, X
it S HEZEMRIER D TAERENEEREM, SEETNREEX, S
Bt R,

AMTE, HREREEAEEN GLM FiamEmELLS LM FEBERA. TeRAN
HF 2L HERSER, BERDRERMEA, GLM FiEH QTL 2 A3 R ARk,
M LM BRI R R B . BARERARE R4 CTRTE b R, BT
BIEA R LR B R R R MR AR AR AN, R ER PR L R A,
LR B QTL LIS A .

3314, ¥RiCEEMEMN

EETFCERIT, PHCREERR TICRHEE . EXMRICES D, SRR
AIRAFCEMELRNRR, FRRHEARE D, WRERERRES, AR PRITT
SREHCER, NMEGIEGEARS N 0.1, 0203, M QTL BEMEHINRERE,
MATCEEAMD, SHEHESHEZRNRER S TRES, EWERERNES S5
HARCER BB RAR K.

MBRE MERZEAMEHRE (B 3-D), RiLEERD, BT ARTR, HEEHEN
B LHBAE (LR) NHENEK. PREMMMLASE QTL ERIENME K, QTL B4
v R th AR

3 QIL BNE AN (A, =0.5), FRZFEREN AT QTL £ E 5 Hefhil Fuid W Thak it i
A, EASK QTL MMEHH QTL EAMATMIENRI . HIERT, B MERiaEg
BASRH QTL EMARMBEEM. EEMRH, WM BT RN LI QTL &
7 HGHER o

— b3

LR statistic

0 0.04 0.08 0.12 0.16 0.2 0.24 0.28 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1

WA E A
——GLY —M—1M —— LY~ N
r=03 r=01

E3-1 FEAMZERE T TR R B4 SRR ER, = 04,4, =05,7=02/03/03/0.2>

Figore 3-1 The likelihood profile produced by averaging the analyses of 100 replicated simulations using two method

under the different markers distance.
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Table 3-3 Mean estimates of QTL parameters under different parameter case for binary traits (77, = 0.2).

EHE A QTiﬁE QL £% SHEM WEHSE R
r) R GLM LM
0.10 n 0.1500 0.141(0.021) 0.136(0.042)
a 0.1414 0.1233(0.0876)  0.1349(0.1035)
0.10 0.30 n 0.1500 0.143(0.036) 0.140{0.031)
a 0.2449 0.1146(0.0923)  0.1275(0.1127)
0.50 r 0.1500 0.143(0.036) 0.142(0.056)
r=03 a 0.3162 0.1926(0.1245)  0.2147(0.1334)
0.10 r 0.1500 0.140(0.051) 0.139(0.047)
a 0.2828 0.2025(0.1343)  0.2163(0.1526)
0.40 0.30 n 0.1500 0.144(0.062) 0.141(0.062)
a 0.4899 03125(0.1212)  0.323&0.1324)
0.50 n 0.1500 0.143(0.058) 0.142(0.046)
a 0.6325 0.5643(0.1426)  0.5762(0.1558)
0.10 n 0.1000 0.084(0.024) 0.092{0.037)
a 0.1414 0.1236(0.0835)  0.1210(0.0912)
0.10 0.30 r 0.1000 0.091(0.031) £.089(0.029)
a 0.2449 0.1635(0.1124)  0.1727(0.1178)
0.50 r 0.1000 0.092(0.013) 0.089(0.013)
r=02 a 0.3162 0.2237(0.1313)  0.2416(0.1247)
0.10 I3 0.1000 0.092(0.028) 0.091(0.020)
a 0.2828 0.2246(0.1227)  0.2115(0.0954)
0.40 0.30 I3 0.1000 0.094(0.024) 0.091(0.018)
a 0.4899 0.3582(0.1524)  0.3742(0.1438)
0.50 n 0.1000 0.093(0.016) 0.092(0.024)
a 0.6325 0.5854(0.1235)  0.5827(0.1629)
0.10 n 0.0500 0.045(0,007) 0.042(0.011)
a 0.1414 0.1329(0.0926)  0.1212(0.0951)
0.10 0.30 4 0.0500 0.045(0.008) 0.042(0.009)
a 0.2449 0.1887(0.1228)  0.1851(0.1141)
0.50 j 0.0500 0.047(0.013) 0.045(0.014)
r=0.1 a 0.3162 0.2582(0.1223)  0.2413(0.1221)
0.10 n 0.0500 0.042(0.015) 0.043(0.024}
a 0.2828 0.2553(C.1167)  0.2419(0.1272)
0.40 0.30 n 0.0500 0.045(0.017) 0.043(0.020)
a 0.4899 0.3872(0.1263)  0.4038(0.1383)
0.50 n 0.0500 0.046(0.015) 0.045(0.019)
a 0.6325 0.5914(0.1448)  0.5725(0.1522)

e r ARBRAGCANEAR, QTL SEMFCEMEMNSR (1) hrov—¥: aX QTL MKW B2

P UE S B THAARHER. TR,
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%34 BRAZHREREFRESRALTH OTL SHEHHR (RBKEE T =0.5)
Table 3-4 Mean estimates of QTL parameters under different parameter case for binary traits (7, = 0.5).

BA4l% Bt QTL?:T% OTL B4 P— il RER)
(r) TR GLM LM
0.10 r 0.1500 0.143(0.028) 0.135(0.036)
a 0.1414 0.1277(0.1032)  0.1252(0.0760)
0.10 0.30 r, 0.1500 0.145(0.026) 0.142(0.048)
0.2449 0.1426(0.0766)  0.1528(0.1230)
0.50 r 0.1500 0.143(0.042) 0.141(0.042)
r=903 a 0.3162 0.2323(0.1171)  0.2416(0.1228)
0.10 r, 0.1500 0.145(0.045) 0.133(0.037)
a 0.2828 0.2346(0.1164)  0.1765(0.1375)
0,40 0.30 I3 0.1500 0.142(0.054) 0.143(0.058)
a 0.4899 0.3973(0.1253)  0.4127(0.1260)
0.50 h 0.1300 0.146(0.046) 0.136(0,053)
a 0.6325 0.5762(0.1513)  0.5424(0.1427)
0.10 r 0.1000 0.092(0.031) 0.087(0.028)
a 0.1414 0.1243(0.0927)  0.1084(0.0864)
0.10 0.30 f 0.1000 0.095(0.036) 0.093(0.031)
a 0.2449 0.1921(0.1038)  0.1843(0,1163)
0.50 4 0.1000 0.094(0.028) 0.091(0.032)
r=02 a 0.3162 0.27610.1247)  0.2553(0.1166)
0.10 n 0.1000 0.093(0.035) 0.116(0.041)
a 0.2828 0.2435(0.1525)  0.2247(0.1102)
0.40 0.30 K 0.1000 0.096(0.031) 0.094(0.023)
a 0.4899 0.4053(0.1328)  0.4132(0.1376)
0.50 K 0.1000 0.113(0.022) 0.087(0.034)
a 0.6325 0.5529(0.1413)  0.5841(0.1572)
0.10 r, 0.0500 0.055(0.034) 0.056(0.021)
a 0.1414 0.1332(0.1185)  0.1155(0.0763)
0.10 0.30 r, 0.0500 0.053(0.026) 0.039(0.012)
a 0.2449 0.2046(0.0764)  0.1656(0.0679)
0.50 n 0.0500 0.046(0.012) 0.041(0.020)
r=0.1 a 03162 0.2582(0.1100)  0.2600(0.1202)
0.10 r 0.0500 0.057(0.008) 0.044(0.017)
a 0.2828 0.2547(0.1212)  0.2235(0.1163)
0.40 0.30 n 0.0500 0.053(0.020) 0.058(0.018)
a 0.4899 0.4382(0.1316)  0.3950(D.1158)
0.50 r 0.0500 0.046{0.007) 0.062(0.021)
o 0.6325 0.5878(0.1291)  0.5592(0.1431)
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Table 3-5 Mean estimates of QTL parameters and their stand errors under different parameter case for four ordinal

traits (77 = 0.20/0.60/0.15/0.05).

AR s QT.L F%E OTL £% P it BRAER)
(r) TRk GLM LM
0.10 n 0.1500 0.158(0.041) 0.136{0.033)
a 0.1414 0.1162(0.0852)  0.1321(0.0924)
0.10 0.30 n 0.1500 0.145(0,033) 0.143(0.038)
a 0.2449 0.1549(0.1020)  0.1728(0.1106)
0.50 re 0.1500 0.145(0.040) 0.142(0.038)
r=03 a 0.3162 0.2638(0.1230)  0.2621(0.1326)
0.10 T 0.1500 0.160(0.051) 0.140(0.055)
a 0.2828 0.2461(0.1040)  0.2235(0.1315)
0.40 0.30 f 0.1500 0.154(0.055) 0.141(0.060)
a 0.4899 0.4366(0.1320)  0.4015(D.1336)
0.50 " 0.1500 0.142(0.051) 0.160(0.038)
a 0.6325 0.5964(0.1382)  0.5572(0.1451)
0.10 n 0.1000 0.092(0.033) 0.089(0.037)
a 0.1414 0.1236(0.0729)  0.1088(0.0884)
0.10 0.30 n 0.1000 0.094(0.030) 0.093(0.033)
a 0.2449 0.1844(0.1032)  0.1872(0.1241)
0.50 r 0.1000 0.107(0.020) 0.092(0.021)
r=02 a 0.3162 0.2761(0.1223)  0,2685(0.1310)
0.10 n 0.1000 0.094(0.022) 0.088(0.035)
a 0.2828 0.2438(0.1313)  0.2382(0.1088)
0.40 0.30 7 0.1000 0.095(0.033) 0.093(0.020)
a 0.4899 0.4258(0.1389)  0.4330(0.1400)
0.50 r, 0.1000 0.104(0.020) 0.092(0.032)
a 0.6325 0.5872(0.1450)  0.5679(0.1525)
0.10 n 0.0500 0.058(0.011) 0.040{0.020)
a 0.1414 0.1320(0.1060)  0.1133(0.1105)
0.10 0.30 r 0.0500 0.055(0.013) 0.041¢0,022)
a 0.2449 0.2124(0.1150)  0.1700(0.1030)
0.50 r 0.0500 0.045(0.020) 0.041{0.015)
r=0.1 a 0.3162 0.2685(0.1220)  0.2710{0.1413)
0.10 r 0.0560 0.057(0.022) 0.041(0.020)
a 0.2828 0.2432(0.1163)  0.2121(0.1170)
0.40 0.30 r 0.0500 0.046(0.028) 0.045(0.025)
a 0.4899 0.4463(0.1160)  0.3765(0.1238)
0.50 r 0.0500 0.046(0.015) 0.043(0.021)
a 0.6325 0.5528(0.1340)  0.5872(0.1421)
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traits (7 = 0.20/0.30/0.30/0.20).

W= K EABERQTL AT A

% 3-6 ARZRERETASNEATH QTL BHEHHR (7 =0.20/0.30/0.30/0.20)

Table 3-6 Mean estimates of QTL parameters and their stand errors under different parameter case for four ordinal

HEAE S QIL % OTL £ P— IS (R
(r> TTER GLM LM
0.10 r 0.1500 0.140(0.040) 0.138(0.035)
a 0.1414 0.1076(0.0730)  0.1362(0.1021)
.10 0.30 r 0.1500 0.144(0.042) 0.140(0.030)
a 0.2449 0.1728(0.1145)  0.1892(0.1220)
0.50 n 0.1500 0.146(0.031) 0.142(0.044)
r=03 a 0.3162 0.2828(0.1256)  0.2673(0.1473)
0.10 7 0.1500 0.157(0.042) 0.137(0.050)
a 0.2828 0.2461(0.1120)  0.2235(0,1235)
0.40 0.30 4 0.1500 0.154(0.054) .140(0.055)
a 0.4899 0.4366(0.1330)  0.4015(0.1424)
0.50 7 0,1500 0.143(0.050) 0.158(0.044)
a 0.6325 0.5964(0.1435)  0.5572(0.1378)
0.10 r 0.1000 0.106(0.028) 0.112(0,030)
a 0.1414 0.1182(0.0850)  0.1136(0.0737)
0.10 0.30 7 0.1000 0.095(0.025) 0.092(0.042)
a 0.2449 0.1626(0.1212)  0.1938(0.1180)
0.50 r 0.1000 0.095(0.033) 0.090(0.020)
r=02 a 0.3162 0.2861(0.1030)  0.2836(0.1220)
0.10 r 0.1000 0.104(0.020) 0.085(0.033)
a 0.2828 0.2360(0.1220)  0,2550(0.1100)
0.40 0.30 4 0.1000 0.096(0.042) 0.092(0.035)
a 0.4899 0.4336(0.1205)  0.4330(0.1370)
0.50 r 0.1000 0.096(0.032) 0.093(0.030)
a 0.6325 0.5535(0.1323)  0.5828(0.1408)
0.10 n 0.0500 0.058(0.010) 0.035(0.021)
a 0.1414 0.1220(0.0828)  0.1321(0.1030)
0.10 0.30 A 0.0500 0.054(0.020) 0.040(0.022)
a 0.2449 0.2210(0.0890)  0.1936(0.1155)
0.50 7 0.0500 0.046(0.022) 0.040(0.021)
r=0.1 a 0.3162 0.2835(0.1128)  0.2927(0.1362)
0.10 7 0.0500 0.055(0.025) 0.059(0.028)
a 0.2828 0.2550(0.1005)  0.2445(0.1220)
0.40 0.30 n 0.0500 0.045(0.020) (.043(0.031)
a 0.4899 0.4500(0.0756)  0.4225(0.1129)
0.50 r 0.0500 0.047(0.020) 0.043(0.021)
a 0.6325 0.5760(0.1435)  0.5756(0.1512)
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3315 AEANHER

AR AR R B RER NS RER, BENKPEEYRERA R RN
€. ABFFRHR T BEEMN 3 FMEPHESL, EURANSRENE: /£ QTL BN E &%
AtHERE S, F—RMAENATERERRA, FEEAREMRE R 3 WA RETES
3 QTL 2 MERHEHE (R 3-3~F 3-6). HMTE, EFR—2BEEST, WEHTENS
BAb T HOR L, BEARREEITE .

BIESCT QTL R TR, TE R LE AT ML A%, 3 BEHIR
B QTL BRI BER TREEMR, 45518 IM FEREMBEANEA, TERHTRHE
AR M, iR R BME RN . SEEREW AR, BEEER GEHER) WLl
T LE VR e bR

33.1.6. FEEMAFZHER

MARBRUBIRMERTUE Y, EARASRAET, £T GIM ERKMHBENTES
THIN) LM J7HEfE QTL MBS H (o) Mt LRFEENER . AN, A2HHERT, BHER
FTEREAE TN QTL B AR A RE. & QIL IESPUSHHTE, BB FEE
HERT IMITL, BAR (n) SHHIREANES. SHRE QTL MBI/, YhRMfEH
PR R WBIT L EER KA T GLM T RBE LR .

3.1.2 REIHE

B ThRE AR BERE SR EE (A—2%A4) MESE, THNBERET
EMITENRE. FRAEESSEAS VIRBIEPITE -7, £38, HhE37 h0E
S RERORBIN, £ 3-8 3 3 MASRERHBRBIN.

AR SRR, RELTEREN LR (DRRRSHR) MUY THNEAH LM
i, BT R R MR G QTL ATHH— MR T ENERES. HRASHME
THUARRE T RAR, RREZENEEHERAL. i, ARG BN EEHEERE
REEAD. ERRASHEAET, HEKG% QTL BMIORRAIRE a = 0.05 KF LI
R T LM Fi (B 3-1),

R g B REEZARBEHA QTL FEFRRAEW, MEERBEM QTL #
ERERAERE, FRTEAARNRRYG BT E NS, MY, AR
BLM TR, FIULEEH QTL RN APERIE 15 h i K, BRI TR R R SR E M &,

BEMERARRESNRUAEE (7r) AREEN QTL EMMIRALTRAMERN (&
3-2). FUAMNESRET: HASEAST, FRERRARESAITE (LR) A ERTE
BUEMR, FEEHTREERRBEEREZRMAMBTHERR: B4, tEREAR L R#
THERN, QTL MM ALBARE, TSP RMEREEFH TREN, QTL BAHY)
BN, Bk, ERERZER ERREREOREFEMER AN, QTL 417N
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BRMXBE, MARDREKIAEAZEIN, ERITHIIRRS.

LR statistic

0 0.040.080.120.16 0.2 0.24 0.28
HHE ERF

0 0.040.080.120.16 0.2 0.240.28

——GLM B LM — N — Ly

7 =0.20/0.60/0.15/0.05 7 =020/030/0.30/0.20
2 FERBRETTHTHNUAERE 4 SRBRMR, 1" =044, =05,r=03)
Figure 3-2 The likelihood profile produced by averaging the analyses of 100 replicated simulations using two method

under the different categories of incidence,

WP RIFLEIEN QTL MHMEMR S MAA —E HENER, AR SRR,
QTL SIRIRCHIEBEEREE, QTL B MM MERITI B BB . WAVIA B = M0
BHRE, HERCEERSED (r=03->50.1), BB EREMMEA, W QTL Efir
MR (& 3-3). Bk, SHABEER—PE, SR R0 B Wi
QTL Stk AT L E M.

1 1
0.8 . 0.8
§ 0.6 |———] 506
2 0.4 201
0 0
0.3 03 03 01 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 01 01 0.1
FRICE A boryrel [h: e
CIGLY MWLM DIQTLAM OGLM WL¥ DQTLE R
(AR, 7, =02, =0.1) (HEtRk, m =05kA7=04)
1 1
0.8 0.8
0.6 g 0.6
S 0.4 S04
0.2 0.2
0 0
0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 01 0.1
iRigE AR FidmEH$
OGLM W Ly O QTLAE CIGLM R LM O QTLAR

% r=02/0.6/015/0054" =0.1 ) 45, 7=02/03/03/02,1 =04
B 3-3 FESMES TGN S N EmiRuhi

Figure 3-3 Comparison of power with different parameter case
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Table 3-7 Comparison of statistical powers between GLM and LM method for QTL analysis of binary traits

EERAEE H it QTL 7i% il
(z) (r) Gl GLM LM
0.10 22.7 16.8
0.10 0.30 38.6 3.5
r=03 0.50 63.3 57.6
0.10 394 252
0.40 0.30 53.7 34.2
0.50 89.4 65.8
m =02
0.10 32.6 20.8
0.10 0.30 46.7 39.4
0.50 72.5 635.7
r=0.1
0.10 43.3 36.1
0.40 0.30 63.6 57.5
0.50 92.2 81.4
0.10 25.6 17.3
0.10 0.30 412 287
0.50 65.8 56.6
r=03
0.10 42.5 25.8
0.40 0.30 61.7 35.2
7,205 0.50 92.4 69.5
.10 355 21.3
0.10 0.30 49.2 397
0.50 78.5 68.5
r=0.1
0.10 443 37.6
0.40 0.30 69.6 60.5
0.50 94.8 85.2

W r ARMRIFCEGEAE, QTL 5EMFLHNELR (n) Ario—%: 7 h=4RERPE—F
RENREE,
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Table 3-8 Comparison of statistical powers between GLM and LM method for QTL analysis of ordinal traits

RUREE Ea% it 7 QL %% ki
(7 (r) R GLM LM
0.10 23.5 182
0.10 0.30 384 317
r=03 0.50 65.2 60.4
0.10 396 25.5
0.40 030 54.7 35.6
7 =020 0.50 90.5 66.6
7, =0.60
7wy, =015 0.10 318 21.2
7, =0.05 0.10 0.30 47.6 39.8
0.50 3.8 67.2
r=0.1
0.10 44.6 36.8
0.40 030 70.2 59.3
0.50 93.3 82.7
0.10 26.7 17.6
0.10 030 418 303
0.50 67.2 56.5
r=03
0.10 445 243
7, =020 0.40 0.30 65.1 357
7, =030 0.50 92.8 70.6
;=030 0.10 374 20.5
7z, =020 0.10 0.30 50.8 38.6
0.50 81.3 68.8
r=0.1
0.10 447 35.7
0.40 0.30 70.3 61.2
0.50 96.2 85.9

e rATMRFZEMELE, QTL SEMIFICRIRAEK () hrog-—¥; m,~7, 5N ISEER
AR R4,
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REWBERRCITREWE QTL UMY, 4T QTL ANFAMFEWT, Mt
HNERRBNER B EERENX 39 Fir.

MEFHERTLUE N, NFARAFRERNISHAE, THEAKT LEEE BT
FABEN 2 NEFARME (599), HERBHALTHREMET 15, HIASHRET,
GLM FH#ME2RREELL LM FEARE, X222 BT GLM Fikfe R EN LR ELR)
B e, B ¥zEKMERANE. RACRKRESRE DRI EFER T EIUAKTE LSRR
EHEEHAKN.

B—F7rk, REENEEERRERPEBEXHARIFTHENER, RPETERY
I Z A AR B Ly Eese B .

# 39 TRMMSH THREEAE

Table 3-9 Empirical critical values under different parameter case for testing the presence of a QTL using GLM and

LM methods.
ZHRME (5%)
AR 4y 28 BEE () e N
GLM LM
0.10 6.43 6.12
m =02
ZaRER 0.40 624 - 6.07
0.10 6.15 5.95
m =035
0.40 6.73 6.02
0.10 0.24 6.20
7 =0.20/060/0.15/0.05
PO ik dR
0.40 6.45 6.10
0.10 6.82 6.15
7£=020/0.30/0.30/0.20
0.40 6.23 5.97
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34 Wit 5%

341 EERRT QTL LRI AZE

MERMAHPEMEZRE—FRE, AMINBBEERHEUREAFRA. $ERNEH
TR EERTEHUNGBEER, FESEERBHIZRREQEM, BRE NN
SN, FERMIMSM. BIRGARE BRI, TRENRRM SR R AR %
PERIRR, RAELBIEE BRI EER, FERORUMBERRNERRS. BN
TERMRDBANES S HREFERRBTHE FERD) HEEAEERE (Falconer, 1996;
Gamal, 1999; Gianola, 1983). i, FAEMALIE A EEER (GEBWHER #7bR
-QTL A PTHIZhBA . 3 THRABEER, £EREHNE T REREERN QTL
ENEREMTRERTRGHREN. B, MREFFHER QTL EBMRMITENFE, H
QTL K R L L EAEEERE, XEELO TEREROREESREAREERB T
R S EX,

AR BRAN QTL EAWIF 7 iH L EE 2 R — L MM L (Meijering &
Gianola, 1985; Olesen, 1994; Weller, 2001; Knott, 1992; Haley, 1992: Gomez-Raya, 1997;
Thaller, 1996). Visscher % (1996) LAK Rebai %5 (1997) BUBFFT &M, e K F2 Bk,
R AL 1A 77 v 7T BAE A BEAT S 4 B PR ) QTL S 8447, (B RS R AT
NIHFBR K. FHGTHLERBER T EREE SRR AT —RE, AHLa
PME R B RME S, 7 QTL MR R IIR LWRIKT GLM JiEE (#£3-7, #3-8), QIL &
MRREBIR. MEEUS T BENERERAS AR R, EABENRMTEENREFTE
NE, HRFERBAT EESAREES T BEMNERER, By TEREMAHEEm0
SAMEEEERIERBE TR AN QTL 27k, LUEH QTL R M%E.

BIHERS (Falconer, 1996) (3R FFRE T & AR EIERBIE M ik, BIMERIZE S 7 B
FRBETHAEEN MR REMZ L, AV E RS G EE— BT TE R g
Horfn, BRORDESHENESELEN —RIFENRARE. PEREMI L LT
TRET] LBHER (Mccullagh, 1989), @i MM Gt RNAHER, AT
RGN B R, SRS MM M. Hackett 30 Weller (1995) A X
SHETTIRE YA RAAE BT 2RI QTL B2 KH#HT T4, 2B ILI T X aH
50 (Xu & Atchley, 1996; Thaller, 1996; Heather, 2001; Yi, 1999; Visscher %, 1996; Inge
Riis Korsgaard, 2002), (HAZHEIBERE T AERXRANMT W (MBC, F2 84K, MAFRE
RE4E QTL B FE M AR

Yi&Xu$ (1999 RBTENTEHRKLRAME R RO EEFEE (fixed-model),
HREAM M T E RSB 4R QTL. XHEEMNEH T EEA T2 MR Z S8
B QTL EBISMT, MALFEEZEM EANEESIHHBENE, ZHENAERE, &
ULEERE L, MY ERET QTL BEHUERY (random modeld FII™ UK [AFE (generalised interval
mapping method) (Kadarmideen %, 2000, 2001), X&rETER LT X HFRCEIAST,
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SHBHATTY RE R R, OREANMR LB A X RBE AR, &
T LE R, X TZRESFREPRNTIFR B,

AHIRES SURERBIER N, BRRALBRREENE, EEREAEHER QTL
SE MG TSR AER, QTL P BN S BN AT A EMEE Y . TR TN,
GLM TrEEAESHA ST QTL B ThBhE MR AR, R BIBLR ) xt Blk
R QTL BALREAM, HAF —ERRR. ZTLETEZRBHAMZEFRARE (Xu,
1996; Rao, 1998) R—Ffl.

342 0 QTL EfIfyEE

Bl QTL EMMEMEEMRE, TEFREREMNETFHE, BRN QTL B H. ik
R . QTL BN, bR &R 8T 5% (Weller, 2001) ., 3 FHIHORT
& BT BRERUSMERBIMRERR R ERORE, TREA L PR E R,
B, R BN R EH QTL B ARRAEENZEN, XRRRIMSRA S 2R
THARIRIE . QTL 2. FRidiBiE. HeRBRE S ENBERSRMAER QTL M
TERAE. PIRERRSH, 20055 B AR (Jansen, 1994; Knott, 1992; Meuwissen, 2000;
Weller, 1990; Zeng, 1994), MRARMHEFN QTL &= FMRRT B MtbR I QTL s SrAER FE A TH
MEEEAMTE, LHEREBENRE, QTL FETRE AN, SMHHANERER. R
fRsvHE LR EECR, QTL MR ThMsE,: M ~ENAEN QTL BN T, BRI
& (WK 3-7, #3-8).

R BEFLFIEE FRCH D X QTL & S MM A LA SRR BE R B Fri L A
BB, QTL SMRIFCRAEMRES, QTL A MRS kAR, MR,
FRnAL s RIBEST AT, QTL EAIMRERREZ A, iR, FRKRSTHE LR Hby
—EREATE. 5FAREERY QTL BAERL B (Liv . 2001; Zeng, 1994;
Weller, 1990; Mackinnon, 1995), B #® M iFRc B B ECHR QTL ST RIEE
TEM.

SHHTHER AR BUR A SR R AR ) QTL e frm b Bk, MAMBTE L BEHE. ¥
HERERIDUPEE R S RN R AR, YHEFEREN, RRRESHEREEERE
B (923 50%-50%, PU4F3 20%-30%-30%-20%), TIHRSri& LR EHANEKA, QIL &
PSR R . AWRMERE Xu % (1996) HERE B T4 HH RIS
R, TEEMTRYRERHIDEREWEREEBNHEREE. B RARIREN
REREFAEEESBHIERE QTL EMA MR 5 EE K. %L 8 7 B RBADE
YRR G0 B R TR A 2RI, (BT LB — 5 (305 i R Xt MR pFe 20 2 2k SRk T
ZEE N

TR R E B E B PR R A 28, MR QTL it —ERAENREM,
BEBAEM, RGBS EARN M, LRUHRAEEFEAS . B, #BERER
A AR B EOER 0 QTL A AT R A AN, BB LETLER QTL EAMHERMEMRE )
B RHFFHLS R TIX— A
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3.43 GLM AR B¢

FOTF AR RARILT 4 R REE AN BRI R g, (DR AR RIS
FEHETMOR QTL B T FFEEH T — ik, HEEEMMAR QTL ERA & 43 sl
FEERERT. & TF—RRE, QTL BN &AMENRN EEEBT H R EANBE, 7
A b PSR RN QTL £ 5 EREA R (IBD) MHE#E (Kruglyak, 1995; Liu , 2001;
Rao, 1998),

IR, AEFFLeh LB T XU RR O — QTL MiFR., B FHRiCE» QTL Kk
BIEERE GLM Fikth #£EHE (Rao, 1998; Rodolphe, 1993). TEZIFICHIER T, FEM
BT 2 MFEMERL R QTL 2R IGHTRLSHET, £2BE4 QTL H, AlUAEHAEY
M mAZA QTL MANMEE QTL Z MM E MY, LB 2wt RE £ QTL f4

(Zeng, 1994). ZXAHNFALERKMUBRIER QTL B AT EH T NREMIE, £ QTL
SRS T E SR M B BT,

FRAFAHR T RRE AR BEE TS TERER, BT EREEHT
HERARMRBES AR (N2 HRAARA I PR, HEEHBLURERMA R E
AR, Hnx T 20 1 0 B R AR A R B e S R B 8, RaHihiE
FRRETT XEMEREAHER (Thomson, 2003; George, 2003; Tempelman, 1999). Thomson
EF XEMR GBS N, FIR G EASRR 2 RE A T80 T4E, 18 GEE st
BWZ R 30 QTL S8BT T b, BIFTE R BRI SR 0] 7= (7 BOdE AT % AH
FEHERM,

R QTL Ayl b R RS, IR AT ERES, BAF QTL A
A BTERHSEERR RN, SBERAMIH M NITRE LR T AN, il Emr
KEEEWE QTL MMy A MAER R AT b 5 TR S50 (8 1 SSBUER a8 B PR 5k
W, BTHREORVER, EMITENEELEENEMES, EHIT S EN AL 4
FHGENASER ABAER QTL MESMWEEFE, HEES N EPEMNES, 7 Q1L
EMTEANE RS ER N Rk, mESRRTE (LD) B, SRR PTHRY

(TDT) EMAMFFEHMF (IBD) Z4r%% (Carlier, 1996; Spielman, 1998; Xiong, 1997), X
W fr R E AR (1) BESS IR QTL A MEDKRN; (2) £X MR
AT BEERN S FiRc. HEF EREEF HBE AN A EHEI RS QIL R REN
trid, FFHERRS 4P ERR T RMEAFM . BT QTL W40 5E 75 T & BN T 447
MHEE, BHEMEHZIFCS QTL MIESAPHERNRS, FELELES HHi
BattT S HE PR QTL MBESL, BIAESE 47 938l _EE4T LD. IBD X TDT 2640
ENL. XHESERBEHMER QTL &M M E ST,

3.44 TIEBMVEER

MEREIUF R & RRE, WLIRBLUFH M54
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+ E:Rik:k%ﬁ:tiﬁtﬁ BT AKEAEERQIL Eﬂj’iﬁiﬁﬁ%

U)ﬁﬁ?mﬁ%%ﬁﬁ% fx%ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬂm&ﬁifﬁmﬁhﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
R QTL B HT, # QTL MEMRNSHMEHFHE IM FEEREER, BRAERE
Thase £ NI BAR T3 AR A ik

(2) GLM 77 A B ek QTL & A7 77T B = 30 RS0 AE KRR E R BIvb R 1%
QTL 5. MMESCIEE ., tPRF MR ERZMBEHRFEHEROZWE. L5, R h.
QTL ZVANFRE & FEX QTL EA A R e A B

RS R RAATANEERE I PREN, MTHERE. HEAFOERNEEH®
TR RIS,




PR R LR BE TARE

BEME MRDE
4.1 SEEBHIERREE S

£ 45 FE TR B MR BR3EtA% 4 AT 7 R 5 THL, PR ot B AT A PR AT T B TSR
AN TRIRESBRETNEERE, UIREETRGAMTILA:

(1) fE#E MG THERE FH, GLMM FEREA—E A%, GLMM FiEnETES
BRI R R, AARMTREFER. HRTE, LM Fitas hig g
BE: TM HERBREABTRRENST LM 5 GLMM Z.08. Hiltt, £S5 FE BRI E ST
FENEE E, GLMM HiENEEE.

(20 NAEMEEMENEFEREE, EARNSEAET, GLMM FEHMEMEGT
HREBARELMAT LM 5%, BRARNSBABEMNENE D SENEEF, #— 5w
T GLMM FEEAe#tAT H R B ERE 4 LT R AR, ZRHRAENFEHHERLEY
oAtk EEMmBAHE.

(3D HEARE S PR I TR B AR A 0l S A o A A P TR A R R S B
Em, MEERBENDIMNIRR, CLMM Fikiil - RN EEIS, BN EERM
&, ZRAENRASITREREE LAREY, RS LM R T™ fb T4 REmEK,
B4 GLMM FiEM@RE NIt RER MSE B8 A8, XTEEMT GLMM Akt
fEhmEGTIE. FHik, EEMERPMREBEROER (isE A RERRER) REEE
WFFTERMMBETITE. AT RARAREHURIRE SN BN, TiEM LM
BRI AT M7, G EEBE GLMM ikt B A4 . '

(4) GLMMZ#E B R RS, FHTEZ MR TR, AXURAT RREMN=
SERER, B TFEFNMRENEEER, CLMMFEN S RERRSTITER, RRTEER
BEAFERPAAE L ERER, XEERRTFEREROERMG. B8, HToREENE
BEER, ATLACRH HEE IR R A, R E A1 7 7T LA SR8 5SGLMM T4 Y
BB MG BEAEERRE, R REREETA L . oL, GLMMAT iGN T4
B D HITERBAE 4T

(5) FrfiXee REERIA W E R R PREN, BRAKWRLETRELRBER
RN RGBS DR RS RZSREPER, B8 TFHEREREOHHERIEEN
TTERA M A T B — AT

42 ZERBEMRE QTL EHIN 7

BB QTL EBMRTITHETTIN, 0FF 4 R I 4 8 1 FUL 6 M) R AT
THFI, QTL BHMAEHRMARALRT &, o0 T RMARKIER QTL 8N WA RN
FENE, HAHRITDERN FILA:

(1> GLM JiiAseR Bttt th 2 A B HERG QTL 84, L& MG 5 iHE T
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FERKFEEF i BOE HABS

HEPGEN. ERRITE, GLM AEETRISEME TR QTL BT th ¥ ekt
Fikeh, GHRBLTEEEERY QTL B RE &M, HAH—EMEH.

(2) BT HMMEEER, HRYEE4ED . QTL M. FLEES* BERE QTL
SENHEBENRE. JAPRROEE R, QTL HEFMBAR, SHMiHMEHLE, B
IFRRZTE LR EREX, QTL MRRIIBAR: EIREENIEN QTL BNTF, W3
AR IR

(AR R EEX QTL 5247 AR L A7 8RR FE R REE . FR A7 A M PERR b,
QTL S BIFEFFEBBAESE, QTL EMMERLERRBAELRER. HR, FicfHm
FEILKR!, QTL BRMRmZERMZIEA, FEiREm, FRER%EITE LR AT —~EREmN
FRE. FE, SR B RGRC R BB QTL R T B ER EE M,

(4) M TRERTE, BT LREZC, HREMREEN QTL EfthE —EREME
Wy, TiRER SRR ZABERENEE, Rk, #ERRERRES QTL &M MAREH
HEMEW. SERENAPIRESHERERBOE LR, YHTAHEREN, FRREH
RURAERHEERD (Z5%50-50%, 433 20-30-30-20%), M IGEHE LR BN,
QTL Ef M b atid®. B, FEEERENRERERHE L BTN B HERN QTL &
o it AR R E R . W R B e AR R R4 5%, BN QTL Efrthfige—
sEREREE, B BEEE M, HRRATISBAE N, AREA R EBE TSN,
B, ¥7E B A B N 3T B EOMER B QTL E M AT RER AT 2405

(33 T XEHARRUESR A0 2 E R EBER QTL B4 ERREEH T —R ik, ZiFeH
HERBEAERWI.

(6) HE—B3RF QTL M5 EMMHE, IR ME M mEREs, £4)6 QTL AT
T E R AT LR QTL TR AL, EMA T SEYUNEH I HEESRES R
AL EFEHER QTL AN EEFE, RIBEMNAFHNER, £ QIL T HTALN
HiE IR L F R O, MEMATE (LD) . AT EERE (TDT) EfrH
AR (IBD) EArd, ML T LD, 1BD 8 TDT 5640 5% 7.

(7> RIFENSEEINRFITNL LS REAFERAREIIEEN, M TRERE. &
FIMEAR R/ R —F R A
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