AR WA s ¥+ 0jlads [e23jl Jlo ool Clidgs (slouing sy

" & 2 9){ ‘Ulio"

Sl (s ig) ;U Codi cagif (Mol sl Couo O ks
Cho (Saiif (5 loro g Curor Oluogad (5, WG 13 5l

6ol b ilio 5 55,9LS pole oSty
ol Sy (glandngsy

Toal ey (598 95 5 | y9 3L oVl ¢ ible ole

S o5l  pald pole 09,5 ¢(6 38> s gal 2l -
(shad@guilan.ac.ir : Jgguw sdimss) AAS oISl ¢ gald pole 095 sliwl ¥
NS oy ¢ o pole 093 oliwl -Y
WAYANA B pdy Byl WAMY/Y 2cdl ) g,
VeA B Vo) tamis

LXWLES
g Curod 350 03Il QTL dluwd (LQTL OISl aojei BSLES WISl 3,910 (g, §1 owyp pols Guiiod dud
9 O 43,5 Sl 43 3,5 0w g Ve Fhe 0jll 93 b gl Cumesx D91 (0gif S2LS) Come g Cdo Aty
OB yge il Yoo Jgb & 095909,8 Sy I ISullio (s0955 (3iod (nl plol (g2 - (g jlwedd QMISIM 133105 dlawwgt
88151 095909,5 (59, (ST yebes 35 Bl o (Yoo 90+) QTL Wglio 315 b g 0935 Jgbo ,3 SNP LS 0+ + slasi L
buogis (+/1) ol s iy b Olio oables polo Bilod 53 oad oyt (52 0aCdlyg 3o bl (g5 luodensd Wlod
u (BayesA ) A (BRR) (Sia &ty g5y SBrdy) dhewgds (o093 (Aol Glaydsyl idg: (¢/0) WL 4 (+/Y)
it (NN) mas WaSwd 9 (RKHS ) JyS by 1 (s plyls dowi g, «(BayesL ) g3) jw «(BayesC)C jw «(BayesB ) B
9 i B g A jur (6 pdg )y (LS I 1 3900 SR (o MRSIS (awgmse 13U (o3 ()l Cone 2 QTL
EW s iy Coomo QTL D1t 5 £ prds ity ial33] Uy pile Gaios )3 ikl 1 Caomas (3 yiS o (GBS g,
&35 &1y LQTL & sl Cawddy Sloj Comuo (y piwbs (Cdly bl Canros 550 03101 LB U (Ww&s g9 5 ]33] 50935

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9 ]

[ DOI: 10.52547/rap.11.30.101 ]

39 Jbo

Cduo (S (5 koo 5 el UL (W9 (s yiol )l (g 0935 (b5l ig S (sLrojly

Pase b ¥ EP 5l e ilitke lasd,
&IF @ OgsS) Uy glile (egi) Sl gl
e S Pl Jbp @iy ©jpen byl ol
5 BaYes A g, >l 1 (58 i g sk
1 olSyls 51 (olj 3las &S sl g ) A oy
255 5 Wb odes il by oKl 5l oS Sl g Si>
Uiy Sl oll Gy aad a8 s 5 by
S, Bayes B o b )Solis alpl i e b e
s 1, Slis 5l ool slaws o 55 a8 canl (S mje
P9 e W T e bl o)Ll 4l 5 440 ]
&9 sl & ol (ul b aslo B g alie C 5
LS e ol b, Sl il sl oy mje 5T Cpig
Oygody b, Slis ol 3l x50 Bayes LASSO g, po
Lwd Al8ed glod @58
5 HBly bodhy buwg 485 Gjpo gy n »
@y Cumer 0jlM) Cazen Hldle Pl ond (gilwand

QTL 5l) o (S5f s)lome g (42l Conon 5 22 0
)5l p slel gy 9 (QTL 06 I Slghs QTL w6
kol Ghgy & s (eg) bl eSSl (g jluns 5

Coured 355 pie Jddds .Cuwl 0 (b (slagls L)l
Las &S glasS 4 olpl o ows sglS culie &y

Aodo

5 5V oy b DNA (L JI5 (slogs glts susss
ki OleMbl aS cuwl ouds walyd 6] pl 1S al 58
sdily Ciped uiiliys NG L e
2 S piesdl g Liwegll WSl oS Wb lwe SNP
loadly Gadeald b (VW) 205 )3 (pdioee oyiwd
51 oolatwl MLy ade jslaioay o YU ST L SNP
550 QTL (o 1L baguighle o cosl oyl o535 Sl
A u.iwy.: J)L:u pis 1N 2 ul?b.)l D)0 Olas »
Sl ol p bl JISS plgiedr (o955 Sl
555 U o o8 (K55 sl Sl 51 ol 5o o8
SLollls  den “56)9]"4{ 395 o0 oaliiwl dﬂo.ﬁhﬁx
Pl pae b p Sl S Jls L &8 clas
15) sl 5 Siugn

Onies bausg S35 BT 5,050 (el s30xt0 (sl by,
Hoere Slape JBlis (sla g, cCuwl odid Sl aliswe
Cons 1,5l @l gl slaws &8 Sloj oleicawyy S las 4
4 e Cal See Col b (L3 Slialie sl
(P ooSlhie o is oll) bagably o g il
Sl (D 4y pawge odsy b ¢ (N) Clialive dliw & o
(Slaoy > slaby) (Sudio cnl b aalye sl (V) 2950
Sy gpie Bl Lol ey slagsby,
sl 04 dladidiy (6 ytelil dosd g 6 el LU

1- Curse of dimensionality


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/rap.11.30.101
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9
http://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1087-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9 ]

[ DOI: 10.52547/rap.11.30.101 ]

osledl o € 5 abgye Ui (p) s lp
Ll

S @R gy Jold Al bl by cin
2 &bl dod gy 93 s i Bl Ase (BRR)
Gy NN ) s shsSes 5 (RKHS ) 5w
o3l x> o Cunon i (g, 5l b Slis <l gl 5,91
) S TN O

S S Sl gl @hy g Sy Uhgy 2
..\M}L..: U}UQA Cal k}.io.n )al L)Jl 9 ..\Jy.:ua 4.@.3‘).'> O)L\Jl
obly b aS )l 515 ol glSe )3 bSOl pae (9
LQTL b 4 o5 ool Jb 55 ol bt b pe (S5
L (YF) (LASSO) witwn (jialS g jusie bl Jolis oS
Sl aisee il ials ool b g cslasbey
b dlpaudy (BayesA , BL)
Bayes A

Sobyly den sl (pelie el @5 Aje B9)
S Jlisl @i 250 5 S slaciadse
df oljl 4> b x72(df, 5%) o wlie wsSxe oSl
A3 oty @39 Oy Wlgioe 57 el el 4
L alie Lg]obbjl& 3 Oy &390 CJ‘ 0 & KW Epg fly"
239 S 38 o @y oalple D) 18 ey mj9
x2(df + 1,57+ bosbie usSas  SeSwl sl
Cudge  dsble gl sl Ny & el BiB;)

Al e oSOl
Bayes B
I&s b & w8 o wolainl Holy S5 gy o)

e
I bbe @yeslS g S 9033204 =0 N aob;
2
A 0;>0
O & Omi @595 Uhgy cxl 22 )b AT T el wgSae

O'; =0 with probability , (¥ dlatl)
U;i ~ x~2(df, s%) with probability (1-m) (" alas))
Bayes C

S jlead bl t J&s slbar B 5o by 0 )5

g 0 0l C 5o hey dgd oolaiwl weS
Bayesian LASSO

S0y sl 1y (BL) i 93 Gogr (V) Nl 5 S
(VF) ol o) 1 ol 253505 (3o (g Sy s
(Sl 253 0300 S50 UL 9 98 gy o L) sl
b o)y calpe slp o ladygly o8 35 oo (VY)
culpe & (nl 028 L (e do Sl yol (lsie ol o0
85 S5 > il ol 9 b @)y L Qe S)
@U L lalas] Je )‘\ oslawl b Oed (S LSS}J
3 eolatul 2yg0 (segi; lasl o (F alal)) oleicas)d
) cb,8
fylw,X,m,6?)~N(u + Xm, c%I), (F alal,)

(YY) 251 2929 oyl 53 lex b oss gy 5 o8 Ar Dluss
)l 3929 )9dS )3 (oes SBIl Bg) (slpl el o
bug (o) Bl gy blsee sbhair oy p calple
A3biee 63902 (Silodnnd Sl

9 Coner Olaogad SU (gw)p pol 3o jl Saa
9 95 >Nl Gl bl Como p do (S 6lens
P9y i (3l 6L SIS sl ey cn ke e
S92 (6 el desi 9 el

_ g, 9 3lge
Aol al s (YY) QMSIM Jible 5 bwy ares
bl Cures pols aiod 5 L0b (gjlodnnd oy L
(Y) VAW 44.9; )Ja) ) .))é (AR 9 Voo )J;}b D)IJ.JI 9.)
om QTL 5 S0l o (Siwew Jols pac dbw! jglaiea
25 88 pll 5ol el Jus B0ty Jus 313
L LQTL J1 o o sl by sl 31 0) s
Jboy oSy @isr Jolis iz pje8 £45 duw jl ool

W) 3)5])_3

LoV Jus g o3l dolas ojmel Jus 0+ 5l am
Slawi a4y g adl obojl L8 Jus plls 51 ol (g pS g0l
dgrodle 3,8 Veor g 50,8 0 Jold aS Wy 5,8 V40
22 5zl Caws Bl deldl A s b s le opl g
L,’_‘?.)La) OHpods dn JAM) u:.ﬂlg bl D [0 ﬁ‘ﬂ Jm)
g2 (Blas (el £95 5l o (el e g 485 plox]
aS o i8S a3 1> x e Cures (laisds OV w81
BY (slaJus 331 5 039 (5] w2 5 (g 2,655 sl
Gl b &S Wud Cguwme Al Curer lgieds 55 OF U
g (S oleMb

@ poipesyS ol JSdite (g5 (35 nl ol (6l
Job 3 SNP S5l 8-+ sluws by ol g0 b Vo Jobo
sk 3 ol & (Yoo 50-) QTL Coglisie slasi b g o5
b gilodend Sload 0uSTy pojeeg)S g9y (Sl
425 % 10° LQTL 5 b,Slis lp i &y -Sde
Wb 488 5 Jus pe p3 (G5 ol Sl

odigled pol BT )3 0l guyp Sy polie
(1) YL 3 (+17) Laugio {+1Y) oy s iucdl b o
55 S gy o |y oS3 Ly eles BQTL s,
GsSele S ggma il 35 o ol oMol 55 s
Sl olgl e L ks, WQTL i
51 a8 osiladl 3,5 a8lsl gy lacogd el Cunday
4 g odd (S hge o ke b Jby @iy
s US54 b Jse ogas b lo sl Cassay WTBV
ool (V dayly)
y=u+X_X;g;+e () daty)

LS oSl 1oaarigs adygS) sbp Y S
)i.:l.w <o po 0 sl Lm)fuh.» dod d‘).g x> OMDOL&}
b ool Xi T 3ol 5l aaimaolis s |

1- Bayesian Ridge Regression ~ 2- Bayesian LASSO  3- Reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces regression ~ 4- Neural Networks


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/rap.11.30.101
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9
http://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1087-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9 ]

[ DOI: 10.52547/rap.11.30.101 ]

Vv

il QTL b I Johs Jobe sl cov
3 g ye Cusen o)l 5 QTL w95 QTL slaw QTL
b3

Lol byl slagbyy oglite )8y (poyp il
e S5 s 5 S Sl (K55 slagslons
9 GBLUP gy 9 ol (b &5 ud 2k (gjluand
g Voo Fee) Cares Hhe ojlul 4w cou BayesB
1Y M) (oS o olKyls 3lass I apusy aiels (Yoo
Me 5 -/Vo Me «-/6 Me /¥ Me «-/\o Me /-0 Me
(ol Jitus 093505, lakad dluss odims ylis Me 45" )
S5 duslie 3y90 (SuBf U Sglite sl
0955 s b)) Como 48 dg ol e kel Cundy ol
Sl aysly Gbgy Jald yp 3590 Jelge b cos
5 Carer e o)ul ( aS o olyls Sliw o, Sl
Cls )5 pg5 s 53 01ty (S5 (sl S Sl
()
S r3cdly

sdled pSl BdoS 5d odd (poyp SRl polie
(+10) Yl 5 (+7) Lo 1)) ity sy b o
P i cShlie e sxad i gpdcslyy Log
i Yl el b olio )3 5 cul (g5 bl
S5 obly  dbwsdr igs bl Sl e
Sl Vb g 9 caigf o bl g 0ad (e (Sl
i o ol QBl 4y 65

5 Somb Slie Jd I S gpihcdly L olie
sy, ldd vy el gyl plp 50 Cuoglds
&bl piitne QI & canliol gl g jeine (gt
D9y &S el 1 gl e asliS LS (oolp Mol Ciun
Sllgs sl Gy 5 e ol UlY ep§ Bl
&Sl @l 51 eolatal b s 1y 5,65y e Al Cunon
Og.‘ Ly osis )55 sl gl O‘?;L;O o,y o 3)91);.
Sl s Gl abl B cod ¢ b,

SRl L gpge Sl a1d S5 e a2 b
Sloeslial b s byl dlul sy 4 opiocdly,
la JS5 05 pldl 55 5% Copots (igd 3y
a Vel Cho gplicdlyy Gl L &S aed e ol
adl sl Gl eei b byl cone e /B¢
Sphchy om ol Sl come GRIEI cud
EUCH R TR VIRV ROV IR\ WSS VIR ) SRRV
ol 5 pdcdlyy Glipe SRl b cono il (il (e

(@YU WSU (la) pj claas o jo cwl S5 LB
&S amd o i ISl (15ke g dibe YO Sas VO
Ve ephcily  edel canda slacow STy
sl S 00 g dgBlyg 3 g ooy

Sy YU coe (VOSY) (ool clhdss
Slaw sl bl ooy H13 aol 3,90 1y YU (slas pivcdlys
ot 55 S (489 Sluopats 256) VU (5 ipilyg

WA s ¥+ 0jlads [e23jl Jlo ool Clidgs (slouing sy

ST o M oS cuSles oyt *1 sy Sy &S
LUy 4y M o sl ojb il X o 6,50l
L Jly J& sxmdolis N(u + Xm, o?l) .. e
osle K 18 canl 021 Luillg o+ XM Sl
bl e NXN &S
RKHS

ki 0 daly Oigod e )S) @ sy crl 2
P9 50
fG) =+ X ayr k(x,x;r) (& alasly)

X = (X X ) X = (Xgon Xp)

Ui g 1240 S8 (6,50l slaeeiss] 53509 sl
2 z .
KOG, %) = (hlx; =X [ 5 comsy wale
Geis yd oS Wil o Reproducing kernel suas slas
5 3b oy b N g cusl oud Cayyad olgsdy 4 ol
53529 S oy}l i 2 o el 25 X — Xi'H
Al e
s (B

Oygods (byd (28b) bl (b g )5y Sl se 5
E(i|X) =20 %, B 3909 syl ()9 g9oxe
Ol y os pe lagSl (ool olaws gu oo 00l L
pb i et Ohped cwle al mlg olbl b

" M

&y WX S EW[X) =20 4 )W,
S Blg b3 4 (935)5 sl yite Sl &5 as claaly
g o0

Jols Ghey b 4 barpe )lol sl plx]
€ s B g A G im g Sy by
¢y s BGLR (¢,l33ls 5 iy Ly RKHS 4 LASSO
di jl 055 Sl objyl 3 mas eSS (55,8
Ay slaysye Sl b eolawl BRNN ()38l 5
")%Mﬁl)-féz‘.-&’df)i‘)g 04U 4»3;

buwg (o9 slagby) oo pob G
Sl gl ey wmen Jhe ojlul cgniicily
é)8 18 5U cod QTL slaws 5 QTL pjes o 6,500
sl i)l coue QTL sl g (g pdscslyy Liuls8l b
oials &S v (Jb s ol cdl il eg) (s
Sohy)l cowe Gl 4 e Corer e ojlul
e slagby) o Como Glise 435 (09) (Mol
35 Sglize oL QT (glagjoi 5 o Silis &l 3,50
DRYYY (el 5 ol o8 WYHA 3l cdalllas Sy o
lllumina BovineHD  cuS | oslazwl L SNP
ol ol Cuigd g ead i s BeadChip
A (ilodend e (slagy )l 3 oy 2)90 Jelge
PU Sl Jals s cpl 3 (poyp 2590 Jalse
Jao QTL g5 QTL slaw QTL (pisedlys QTL
2 YY) 292 a0b Cumer 5 a2y Comer o3l (i
=95 Sl Cove (oS cpl Aol gls ol


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/rap.11.30.101
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9
http://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1087-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9 ]

[ DOI: 10.52547/rap.11.30.101 ]

V¥ Cuzes Gloogas «¢, 5L il 5)51)4 d)hi s yogy b cov o9 @M.o\ dbbu‘l})')\ Couo Ol yuss

odnlin S5 Wl Glamis Cows o (g dxe iyl
ol QTL sl 5 a8 w0, oly oiies ) i
bl @ig g 09 05 55 SISl i 5xS IS Sl
ol e 5 So s 5 51 S e s b i 3y50
pie sl > (ppdeiome Mg oo &5 29800 bles 4
SIS (Ve) 3,5 0l basjss ol om osine ol
&g b ) Sl & (Boe (i slaghyy 290
WLigas oo yoie £y Couo dy Ll dtih Ciyllas LIS

DP9y 93 (e Ul Cone oS (Giludand adlas G
Sy bz glaglare cov Lasso, Ridge (s
VLE Qe mjg aw 1S L8 peyn 25
shape=0.4 , ) ¥ LI shape=0.4 , scale=1.66)
(shape2=1.16 , shapel=3.11) Ly ;s 5 (Scale=1
2 008 sdalin 5 b eolawl i il Il gl
"o o LS @b QTL iy & (olKia S e
G Ol Wl Sl Srone e slagby) S
S Jolo g3 a1y p ool W gl (VF) S
a15 55 i ey 30 P e i Sl ol b
Salen il odes slagj wibly 9 Sl LB @i b
Srasuo dygly cel & o) W pjs A Cand (6 b
Ol 9> J3 33,5 (o (G5 gilS 6 S5 sl (JSS iy 5]
Ll sdas (g5 (o i dliws gl LS mje5 &S o]
ol 11855 ol 3l
QTL sluxs

Cowo p QTL ol jb sxe 5l ol Guisg
&) ol A (RN L g 039 dgde (093] slaab)]
Ol 38l 0935 b L Coue Fer 4 00l B8 Glas
by 48,5 plbgl Slidos oy 5 (1 S5 ) cdly
Sl coue X9y ly ol oS e ol
s edalie LQTL slass il 38l des (0 0555

Wi sly (093] oy Coue &S GO S
Syge (Yore g Vore deoe For Nev +) QTL cglize
QTL 3 2l b bagy b sas 53 )5 )3 oy
Wil Cono B e B e 5l il Como Yoo 4 B¢ ]
Goad b ol 5l g e g Como Vees B0 )
Chlls ol s ml b & (F) cél il Syl
g Voo ¥ ¥ L Slao &S (gilwans adllas S jd )b
il b gyl den p3 3 gjlodd QTL Yoo
(V5) il JialS ogis slo ) como QTL slass
S5 slaslome b gl wlid wlio ogf b))
Yoo g Ve e ol (gim slohgy 5l oolatwl b cuglase
Cous &5 035 515 5 (8) Bad (g3l awd QTL
M bize QTL calises sl (ghyls (gl g5l oy b g,
Sho lise 4 b 359l 5 como QTL Lo il331 b g 290
bl @i 3 il ol mig 3 (sinené 9) 52l
ol bl mol58) (g m507 50 5 ol ¢ Jlo g
s Gl b &S e, BQTL sl il
) o5 )] Coo Slgi e 03,5 olyan b, Sl
dod Ol Sl ogd o el b S5l dluws ol 58l ams ol 58]

sloaby) cplple 5 il g Gy (S)n
Gl by sl mlply WS e dbnl 33
Ssdce i g5 nl 0 PVl (SeF iyt 4 e
Caror 550 031

(e g Vee) Cumox 5o ojluil g3 1 ols a5
SV ke pessds 1b S5 .cEE 5 wyy 90
ol |y Ne=500 & s Ne=100 s 5 s
a e qodleie la s b obsl wulp e e
Se oul LialS winels sl gy dlal, il
zolex 30 cplply sl ouds LD is]58) dseis j3 9 Cumes
orl Joar sl oS ] Comar S0 0l &S (590l
303l 4 S et Sl S S e (gegi909)S labad oS
5 YL LD wiws 55,5 ojlul sl cunl odpwy &)
G5 )0 (0) Wyl o YL sl b)) core @il
caigas N =0++ g Ne =Ver gl LD e 55 puols
o8] o Se dlarly padads 45 395 /4% 5+ iy
e oo Ui 1y (Stogy JlS pas (lise g Canen o
2G5 Rl S sl M cpplie e sl sobxe Ne
5 Sler ghaw oS jasuie g o3y 5lies oD
Solas il Jdsar asdl ials (Sanf wib)ly oliee
oS oyl Jdods cuwl ooy lis calisee cldllas ol 3
ot @2 e B b g Sl e 315 (6l
Slawi Gl We Ne Hlade w5ylw o] slo Jus 55 @l )
Uil o pele el lapls 55 (VA) ] e Wnilge adls
oS adly Lials Ne aio (ooleze (gl Jlo b Camas 31,31
Ol Slilge 4 o8 &S sl coably ol Kby g0 )l
ans  bige o Nglives dlaly lawgie o8l olas
ol a8l iol33] 55 Lels (ol b sel

Gagls gly Carenr he ojlul (YA) )68 4 SOL
oy b & 23, dyglpy Ve ) Kl plitle
Cuwdty il (plidle (clagls ly ol Sas gax
13 Curen i ojlul b S Oyge Olidss b () Ll
Sl ol 35 2)5l 2 Yol g 0392 a8 (5552 slmgls
ged o3l yiaS o515 L slacer Sl plge S5 )

2 Caner e ojlul g @20 Cumex oIl (guyn
J G g adY 5 A8, Clie bj)) coms
P ol b glasels 5> (095 (bl Cone (39 5L
Foe ol &5 Sloj a5 ab (o Cjgo (n jieS e
@) 6555 (#9j909)5 Clalad Bl 8l sl Sorg8 Cumer
Cowo b (0955 sl g i 4o j0 5 awsliS Syl
LIY) Lol salgs couwday YU
QTL &yl aoje

29 g Slae sy core @olis walllas oyl 5o
@ Blate Como (i 9 39 )P dre (gliste (55 5]
Oolis ey g LB @iy om Jy op Jby @iy
(1o UKo ) auis sdalie (gl xe

Siloted adlas So (b (V) ohlen 5 adle
>Nl o b))l Cono o ol ple &5 3,8 ()18
Ll 332 31558 5 WS Sl a0 Jloys js8 o 5o (o5


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/rap.11.30.101
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9
http://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1087-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.22518622.1399.11.30.7.9 ]

[ DOI: 10.52547/rap.11.30.101 ]

Vo0 WA s ¥+ 0jlads [e23jl Jlo ool Clidgs (slouing sy

Sl Jlae o Sy wibyly Hlade 39 dgazee Judoay Mas il oS Syaw 0 b a5 L > LQTL
oibls” IS Saos byl 0 QTL y2 weew a5 QTL (gL Cono Bl olpen S Sl Guldl L QTL
(Ve) 15 sl oS lsbioggly o ldse )y g b &S s opl & b (bl egii (Mol la i)l

1 heritability 08 b
a 0.79
0.9
T 0.78
08 | 0.77
%) = )
< ac 076
o S
S 0.7 4 J_ o 07
Q
o (&)
© © 074
0.6
1 0.73
05 | 072
0.71
0.4 0.7
0.1 0.3 0.5 100 500
effective population size
u.8
0.79 ¢ 0.758 - d
0.78
077 0.755 -
,3‘ 076 ‘/\ %? 0.752 -
© 075 5
3 04 g oM
o S
© 73 0.746 -
072
0.743 -
071
0.7 0.74
p 50 200
[PALS Je s Cidl $8G
number of QTLS
distribution of QTLs
0.95 -
e
09 A I I I
0.85 A .[ ] I
2> 081
o X X X X X X '[
5 075 +
3 0.769 0.769 0.766 0.768 0.766 0.767
[&]
& 07 1
X
0.65 | 0.679
06
0.55
BA BB BC BL BRR RKHS NN
method

Cono 1 (€) S5 Sl gl b, 5 (A) QTL 34155 (6) QTL 55 ob) camo sigo o311 (@) s pscilyg Jalys 1=V JS
95 >Nl sl 35))
Figure 1. Effect of Heritability (a), Effective population size (b), Distribution of QTLs (c), Number of QTLs (d) and
Marker effect estimation methods (e) on the accuracy of genomic breeding values
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Abstract

This study aimed to investigate the effect of the method of estimating the effects of markers
, QTLs distribution, number of QTLs, effective population size and trait heritability on the
accuracy of genomic predictions. Two effective population sizes, 100 and 500 individuals, were
simulated by QMSim software. A 100 cM genome including one chromosome was simulated
where 500 SNPs and two different numbers of QTLs (50 and 200) were distributed on it
randomly. In this study three levels of heritability (0.1, 0.3 and 0.5) were considered. Genomic
breeding values were predicted using Bayesian ridge regression, BayesA, BayesB, BayesC,
Bayesian LASSO, Reproducing kernel Hilbert space and neural networks. In this research, the
accuracy of genomic breeding values were affected by trait heritability, effective population
size, markers effect estimation methods, QTLs distribution and number of QTLs. The Bayes A
and B had the highest accuracy while accuracy of neural networks method was the lowest. The
accuracy of genomic breeding values were increased as the heritability of trait and number of
QTLs increased while the accuracy was decreased as the effective population decreased.
Considering the QTLs distribution, the highest accuracy was achieved when the QTLs
distributed normally.
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