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Abstract

Genomic prediction is a method for predicting genomic breeding values (GEBVs) of quantitative
traits for plants and animals, using nucleotide variation throughout the genome. This approach can
increase genetic gains by accelerating the breeding cycle. Several factors affecting prediction accuracy
should be well evaluated if breeders exploit genomic selection to its full potential. In this study, a panel
of 170 natural rubber trees genotyped with 14,155 single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) markers to
investigate the effect of marker density and statistical models was examined for genomic prediction
accuracy of latex yield in the dry (YD) and wet (YW) seasons. The performance of two different
genomic prediction methods that differ with respect to assumptions regarding distribution of marker
effects, including ridge regression-best linear unbiased prediction (RR—BLUP), and Bayesian LASSO
(least absolute shrinkage and selection operator, BL) was evaluated. The predictive ability of the
methods was evaluated using a cross-validation approach. RR-BLUP had higher predictive ability than
BL for both YD and YW. This suggests that latex yield in the dry and wet seasons is controlled by
many genes of equal contribution of all markers to the observed variation. Accuracy can be improved
by increasing the optimal marker diversity. These findings represent a resource for plant breeders and

contribute to the collective knowledge for genomic selection in rubber tree.
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nadsudysnutansuzdiuiulasld
WwIsnuneaduiasialunnsaalian (marker-
assisted selection, MAS) ﬂ’i}ﬁ;'ﬁ'ud’a wln le‘f
3'ﬁ'miﬁumm§ammUﬁﬁ'ﬁ“ﬂ%wagd wazld

A Ao o o A aad
WwIaInNnunaun ladislunnaiian 35%en
a A A o A @ o o A @
JUszantnintauidaltnunisaatiananiyo
USNN AR T WIBEWASITRIT W IBNINLAE b T
FUNTDNTWARAN LT ANBIASHANRANT AT
° oA A o A = & aa &
urpa1dluunsanisnaidond luuduitnite
lumiﬁ’wm&hq@ﬁl‘ﬁm%ammmww”uqmw
lumsdaiden lasldTayainiasmanaluanand
< & a L A
nsnsznenIngd luy (ldlsanizinIasmnansg
a a A Ao o §ao

luanaviavasiluunaulanduwusny
anBMeNdaInNITAALaen) Aaauuazldvinuns
AmInaunutuazansuzlnguiaflulng
(Meuwissen et al., 2001) N15A w18 d13 luu
susnvir lideyanugnisufidszlomilu
ldsunsumadiudyaiusirldlasass iz
FN1In AR lwint laasuan s dudn
daunazyinm e lulndldannisvinuweed luw
(Grattapaglia, 2017) lagMIFILUUIIRBINTG
aa@naltlunsvihuisazlddayadlulniuas
Alwlniandszansdnuwsedszoinsaradng
(training population) lunsaanuudiaeinig
DA LATFINITOHILUUIIRBINIRDANFINI
laulgvhwsdnuaunuid luuuasAlulnd
maaﬂs:mmﬂ%’uﬂyw”uﬁ: (breeding population)
Augialy

IPMINIRDARIBLUUTIRBINIIRD AN
RoultdgnTunisvituiuddlunna by 1o%
regression best linear unbiased predictor (RR-
BLUP), Bayesian least absolute shrinkage and
selection operator (LASSO) (BL) (Park and
Casella, 2008), reproducing kernel Hilbert space
(RKHS) (Gianola and van Kaam, 2008) RR-
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BLUP usz BL iJugdanisiwasniianmsminua
FUNAFTIUVBINNFNWRTITNI9T T Intluae
Alwlndiguioaiu udaranufinisnizaroda
P0IANUsT N MBNTINALATDINNNY (marker
effect) RR-BLUP fnuasuufginliendszanm
BniwalaosnuisiniInIzanseuuulnd
(normally distribution) ﬂ%anﬂméadﬁuﬁﬂdowa
dannuudsuniudluwlniidntesuazivinnu
(Meuwissen et al., 2001) §2% BL A% %@
suydgiulidrdezuimdniwaiinisnanuag

a

AR

'
=

fonuudsUrnldwindu wiainiasmane
fantwadaanuudsdnullulnddranu uasd
MINTFALAIDNTNaVBILATEINANBLLL double
exponential (Park and Casella, 2008) L&z RKHS
nGILULAINITILNASA (semiparametric) uaz
Wunisaenesuuulididulduwass (nonlinear
regression) ALUUAIWITILNASNI LA la
'ﬁﬂ%waLﬁaoa'mwmﬁqﬂﬁmLLuumﬂa:aw
(additive effect) Lmzﬁwﬁwal,ﬁaamnw”uqmw
wuv'lduanazan (non-additive effect) (Howard
etal., 2014) 1oy RKHS &181303LAT1ZH 04
UAATEINIIVNIEWINIEUAIGIUNIUY (epistatic
interaction) ladndan (Gianola and van Kaam,
2008)

mwuu’uz‘iwadmiﬁﬂmmh%"[uu%uayj’
Aunansdade lalA sauved linkage disequili-
brium (LD) 3%3191A389% 37 JWUINITNA H1
anwmzUdINTm (quantitative trait loci, QTL)
$rundadnivasisfielfidulsemniagig
lunsasuuusaeIn19aiia (training set, TS)
Gh5’@13’1w"’u§msmaaé’nwm:ﬁﬁnm (heritability)
MINIZTINBAIVBI QTL (Hayes et al., 2009) Laz
mmﬁm:ﬁw%wammm%‘awuww”uﬁqmm
(Solberg et al.,2008) m‘sﬁnmﬁﬁi’mqﬂimaﬁ
WadnwTasefdnadaninuudndlunis
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2.1 Jayai iyl wive
Toyailulnduscllulnduandain
4 fe X e
pranlglunuidoiidudayaainauisoton
%1 (Chanroj et al., 2017) w”uﬁfmdm"ﬁl,ﬂuma
Thunandssnmasaidonazlszinelonaslaad
A Ay o a | o
Fyddusinfialuaadiuenzronain 333 lu
Uszinaunda 33 Acre 14 auWLE 33 Rondonia
91 #uWuT UazT] Mato Grosso 64 &18WUT
379 170 myw”uﬁ: @Tumaﬁmmﬁ'lmmmswmf
A a o @ o A '
fgudidupnanuaIny 9anianuainiy Giag
lunaazinaanidudniavaslszindlng
2.1.1 Tayaflulnduaznaiianed
Usziinnad lulniananue
a o A A A v & a
NANAAINE79 TasnIINIAINI AT aTE AU N WA
4 o o o o o
1.5 1407 launIanIIauimiuin (1/2 S d/ 2) 39
& o 3 A ' o A
HIRBNUIg19N Ll unulIonINGan1INI @
LiﬁsmLﬁﬁuiuﬁaaquuLLazquLﬁa NARAUNT
LLﬁmLmLmuﬂnﬁmaaﬁagamuﬁamﬂauﬁaaﬁu
lun1aiazvnisanalasldnisnasauvas
Kolmogorov-Smirnov N3¢ A UK B &1ATY 0.01
AR MuFNRUTAN B UL IERIINQHUUAZ
nauddanlusunin SPSS
2.1.2 Tayadlulni
A ') A
L3adnuENIINREnIINA LTIy
9% 398 fa LAIBIRNNE SNP (single nucleotide
. ° § Pz
polymorphism) 37434 14,155 LATBINRNIEY D9
WUt AIaIRNINNMWIANTITINaluladnig
Aemziimeauiuaygalnl Jienzdieuiuaniu

#a3UInIu (transcriptome sequencing) WALHY
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miﬁ'@madqmmwLﬂ%"awmmnrmuﬁﬁ'miau
W (Chanroj et al., 2017)
22 TsaNdnadannuulndinis

N8 A1 THALUUTIADINIEDA

nuispilFuuusiaamesia 2 wwy
A8 RR-BLUP ua® BL uUUSaean 1 abanias
@iwﬁ'uﬁawu@gwumsmmmaﬁau (prior
distribution) 898N WaTBILATBINNY SNP
I@mﬁgﬂLL‘UULLuuﬁﬂaaaﬁugwuﬁmﬁauﬁu fa

y=u+Xg+e

1o y fa LIALABTVIAFILNG u Ao
LaLaeiAlaislszTIng (@i’]Laﬁmhé'am@]
Tag590p09 training set LASZLAZ8INNNY SNP)
X A0 LUNINTVUIA nxm LEaIBNTWa
LA389MINY SNP 1w m ta3asnang lasfl Xi
= -1, 0, 1 o3 lulniuasdrodnef i indasnany
SNP éunit j 1w AA, AB, BB @u&1au n @
$1UINGIBE1T M D FIUINLATEINNTY g AD
NALAasIIIA mx1 BNTWaTBILAZaIMANY SNP
uAREAURI e fia LAAaTIANAMALARaT

45 RR-BLUP fwnasuadgiuli g &

mMInsznsauulnG las g~N(O, J;) &30
a

'
=

BL fwnasundgiuli g dniswanuasdasend
anuudsdsiuldvinnuuazinisnszansan
BNTWaDILATINNNBLUL double exponential
(DE)
DE(g;[X) = IT2_,(3/2)exp (~2|g;])
NMINIZNBGVY DE Usznaues
msUszn A BnSnanIaswane SNP ¢ (A
ﬁﬂﬁwam%ammmﬁlﬂﬁquﬁ) IUWIBINN Ua
Uszanmendnswalasasrang SNP s2auim
nawdsgedmIntas (Campos et al., 2009)
2.2.1 gALA3eIMUNY SNP
ﬂ“’mﬁamﬂ%ammmwuaﬁiamgami

50-14,150 tAT8INNY LNAANBIBNTWAVD I
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ﬁ‘hmum'%"ammﬁﬁ'uﬁqmsmiamwmmuﬂ"wmi
w13 luy TagtRusiwiniadosnunodu
asi8z 50 La3asnuny LWisuiisuiunisle
LAG0anaN a3 luuswan 14,155 la3asnany
222 113AAsERaNLEnE1NT
INwe
AMVUNBEINIIVIUITILINTBHE
Lﬂu@hLa,aiﬁLLazﬂ'mm@Lﬂﬁlaummgmmﬂms
A AN TN LT ENTRNENWRUS (correlation
coefficient) 3n319A 7w (predict) AU
FNale (observ) VaINTILATIEH 500 58U lae
LeazIaUTUUNUTETINIAR0E1Y (170 a2813)
\u 2 ndu A nguLlazaNIANY@ (training set)
102 d18814 (60 tWodidud) uaznguiszans

nagay (validate set) 68 @18e19 (40 LWasidud)

3. HANITIVBUAITO
3.1 2ayaillulni

MIAIROUIYUULNINIZINHVBS
Toyaflulni WU nE I HaNaain e
m’smzmmT’aLLuuﬂﬂﬁﬁu@TmLLﬂaaﬁagmﬁa
wilalddayaflulniiduldaudasinua
\assu Tauda wiastayaidulaslinanifia
(logarithmic transformation) lquﬁluﬁwawﬁmﬁ’l
8149 0.30-18.35 N3 LAy 4.52 N5W quQLLé”uﬁ
HANBAUNYN9 0.64-31.34 N3N LaAY 6.88 NN
uIsenauninues Chanroj uazame (2017) 1
ladayalunmsdnmgaidedni nanmadsziduen
0ATNWUINITNULUNTII (h?) BRI NAN UL
Wudwﬁma%ﬂm:@?’ugdﬂmﬂmq Tasnanaain
1190 QHBULAZNQUAIT DT WUTNITHULLUNTY
52.16 WAz 57.42 1ot Fud aus1ay waadli
’hmmLLﬂsﬂi’mmamﬂﬁ'ﬂwmuﬁﬂﬁmﬁaqmn
1@3udnsnaanninaunnitgnIwwIaaeay N3

o A A 6 A a A A \
AaLaand lulninduUscansnInazaIu1snsie
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Lﬁummﬁwmﬁﬂmdﬁuqﬂsm (genetic gain)
SN HENANEANEN
32100 ufifinadaniuuangInis
HwraA13
3.2.1 8ANWUTNITY
N133LATIER AN L WEINT
Aruwrsdrilunlaslddoyafllulnd 60
Wafidud va9dszmnsvinue (102 28814)
\A3a9Wuny SNP 14,155 ta3aanans lumsa
LUDS180IN1IRAS (A13197 1) WDF1AY
LNUEINTIUIBANE luuFaandaInUANE AT

o

wWugnTan lasanwuzraniaionslungguand

| 9 &

mamwwuqmsmgandmawﬁmﬁﬁmﬂungNu
ﬁﬂ'ﬁmwLujus‘hmsﬁwmU@iﬁiumﬁgoﬂ'jﬂ
wuaeanu lnazlsuuuiaeinsdauuule
ANUFURU RTINS BINUNSANINARIB9H
Aaunini (Hayes ef al., 2009; Duangjit et al.,
2016; Kwong et al., 2017) Gag1813085 U189
é’ﬂwm:ﬁﬁé"mﬁw”uqﬂﬁugdﬁmmﬁuﬁuﬂ%a
UINALANMNLEUEINITHIUWIBA13 Ul [4
i lgaemsaianuudnenvinuoadluy

1asdule (Resende et al., 2012)

@13197 1 fadsanuLinininung (500
1) maaé‘ﬂﬂmzwamﬁmﬁwmﬂqu}
Hi (YD) uaznauds (YW) annmsld
wuusiaasafianaisnu lasld SNP

FIUIU 14,155 LATDIRNNE

, LUUTIRINIIRDG
h
AW U RR-BLUP BL
(%)
mean| SE | mean SE
YD 52.16 | 0.35 |0.001| 0.25 | 0.087
YW 57.42 | 0.38 |{0.001| 0.30 | 0.083
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SR NWRUGON®OERERERE R R
o R M Ws BN

Number of SNPs (x109)

'
' =

0.5

= = <
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Prediction accuracy for YW

o
s

——RR-BLUP BL

0

SR MNWAULUGRNXLE R R R
O R N WRWG

Number of SNPs (x103)

gﬂﬁ 1 mmaﬁmmLszuﬂ'lmiﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬁiuué'ﬂwmmawﬁmﬁﬂmﬂquﬂu (YD) LL@:QQLL§G (YW) lag

lﬁqﬂﬁﬂmuméawmﬂﬁ@mﬁu

3.2.2 LUUFIRINIRDG
madIsuiisuuuuinaesnsana
RR-BLUP uaz BL 69013199 1 Lngﬂﬁ 1 Wuin
RR-BLUP l#auuainginisrinuioddlua g3
791 BL AnuUinEnmMsvwssnu o Hanaain
o9lungiuuaznQuaIaIn RR-BLUP ¢ 0.35
Las 0.38 ANENAU FIu1nnin BL Nldaiw
LLajuﬂﬁmiﬁﬁmsé‘ﬂwmzwawﬁﬂﬁwmﬂquﬂu

WaznQUaY 0.25 WAz 0.30 AWAAL
finaumsenenrounsiniiugesls
1WAK313T Bayesian L3% BL dnazdiannuudngn
UY1NNn31 RR-BLUP (Meuwissen et al., 2001;
Clark et al., 2011; Honarvar et al., 2013) W& 4
m@;Na%ﬁqﬁwamﬁmiﬂ:ﬁmﬂajLﬂm"ﬁufu fa
SnBmzin 9 8130NAILANTIL QTL ffianina
@iaﬁﬂwm:@‘iwLLa:ﬁmiﬂixmzlag‘jﬂda%'qu
(Daetwyler et al.,2010) 35 Bayesian Aaua@zn
1% Q1L ﬁﬁwﬁwa@iamuvlmﬂ@haﬁ'm‘fuagﬁ'u

snwmeAlglwn13ri1w1e (Park and Casella,

2008) 28U AnTnwénin RR-BLUP 1ilald
wsanwaeilulniiesemunsianinade
QTL ¥1N wazs1wIwikas (Clark et al., 2011)
#2% RR-BLUP azvinweladudugininiald
V'immé'ﬂwm:‘ﬁgﬂmuquﬁm QTL 7ifianiwa
Vl,aizgammm:gﬂmuqm‘ﬁmm’%‘awmmﬁwmu
w10 lag RR-BLUP diguufiginin QTL PIna
dzafursfsanuudsdsiudlulnidivinnu
(Meuwissen et al., 2001) a1aayd lddnansme
wawﬁmﬁﬁmagﬂmquﬁam‘j‘u'ﬁmﬂ@’mmm Y
fHunanidinadoninuudsdyinsasilulng
uwazduaivquudazdrunialdlddantwanin
waztaudninu vinlwladrainuuduginig
89N RR-BLUP §9nin \{la99n RR-BLUP
ﬁawﬁgmimﬂLﬂéawmmdwa@iamm
wisdsruvesflulniidndesuazivinau
(Meuwissen et al., 2001)
3.2.3 $IUIULATIRANY

AIBININY Janusmande
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AMVLNREINTYIIWILAE Il ﬁnﬂg‘ﬂﬁ 1 LRI
e o 6 1 o dll dl L%
ANMNRNNUTITHINITIWINLATDINNNY SNP N bE
TUNIIFFIIBULINRBIN I FDALATAIN BN UEN
MIFUIBAIT U WUINANWRIREINTYIIUNE
é’ﬂwmzwawamﬁwmw"'ﬂquﬂmmzqguﬁo
a X 4 A o 4
VAND UL LA NTIUINLATEINNNY SNP 91NNNT
LNUIIWINLATDINNIY SNP Tutisusniaiw
WU UV IR NN WEINITHIWIBAND Ly
219L1AINNTAALRDNLATBINUBULUFNNE]
Frurnldninwenazvinlinisvitnradaiw
LL&iu{hqaLLuumﬁ LRSAINUNBEINIIIN W8
a A A A o A =
LSNAINLUBLANNSIUIBLATEIRNNY SNP ani 3
o A 1 Qs “q: v o
FIWINARI LBRLABINUNI LA TRU VIR0
N19&0A RR-BLUP uaz BL lay RR-BLUP lw@n
ANNLnEFINFAUAZIINAIN o ltiaIasnany
SNP @dl¢ 3,350 LATDINNNY RIRTUAN S
Nawﬁmuﬁﬂmﬂqudu LRZAIWLE 1,000
LATBIRNNEY ém%’uﬁ'ﬂwmwawﬁmﬁﬂmﬂqu
o A A I o ° A
BRI FITAAN NN WEINTVIIMILENE lun 0.34
e 0.41 UAAL &% BL lﬁ@iﬂﬂaﬁaJLL&iuﬂﬂgo
ﬁqmmu’%umﬁ wWaltiaIasnrauny SNP aaue
2,750 1AT8IRNNE EIRITUANHULHANRANILS
1quﬂu LRTAILG 4,250 LATAINNIY FIRTU
. v v 4 Al
aﬂwm:wawammmolquum R RGRREY
LNWEINIINIUIE A3 Twa 0.23 WAz 0.28 @W
fau
o A A
nInataantaIesnNalunig
ﬂmaaﬁl,ﬂumsﬂ”@Lﬁammmju AIBUIIUIN
A A o A A a o A @
\3asnanofignaaiian 498 LD nuduanwme
ﬂ'%mmﬁaﬁé’nwmzzﬁu LEUN ﬁammﬂum@wa'j’l
mmmLL&iuz‘hgaq@ﬂ'ﬂa@amnﬁhhmsmaaa
A WSy uNauNUINWIVBIRNUNITAALREN
Lﬂ%wmﬂim?ﬁmuvhjzﬁu VB NITILATIZREN
. o . A . .
FuUIsANTInANAULTILAYY (simple linear

regression) 20ILAIAIRNILUARZLATOIRNNE
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(Macciotta et al., 2009) mIaalRanlagdiasnei
A18nSnavasiaioinuiy ( marker effect)
(Kwong et al., 2017) m3satianiasasnanslagy
Vusrosrinazninaaissnuneliriniunas
n32918%23 1wy (Zhang et al, 2011) HanNG
AR ININLAZTBIRUN NN BT AA21A
LLajuu"wgdﬁq@mﬁ'mﬁ]Lﬁml’mﬁ‘hmuﬁmﬂiﬁm:
Mdlusuminenssdududslifanusunus
Auandsanndsvilkdseantawaesnmsvinuwe
T

WRuNeweIn1TANEIBNINA
$rwaniaIosnang SNP luioi lilsRoduuuy
mIdnWgaaaT sulnguuwiniinmsdnmn
szdnwunenasauaudullldvssnisan
$rwrmasasnanellunsvinwedslug ns
aas1wInazasnans SNP lalaglianainw
LU ®E1NITRI U Y azmmsna@ﬁu‘qum‘i
Aianzialulndlulasenisdiudyeius uazd
YszlgmiagrsundnsuRaasslifszuunis
AanzAilulnduuudszdnsnangs (high
throughput genotyping) L3% SNP 81158 (high
density SNPs panel array) (Ballesta et al., 2020)
WANINHMIRTNTAAIIWINAID RN A
fenuuinitliaass V’iﬂﬁmmmﬁwﬁunuﬁ'
sl umsRusiwndsemnsaaesneilln
mMsiwead luy msddszansdnnalunis
guUUTaaInIaiaNInazy B smeen
$Tunfuszansnanlunisaatdonuindu
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