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DR FIERRE BB ER, BRERGWYHEK, ERRFE FRREN LR A
25, B, SHXERIER RIS THRERAURERE « EEAR Y FREAT
RHBENENETRREDH S, ERR LR T HAAEERN. BR, EAVFERE
B x SRR EARRUTEY, FERFMFEEGE FTERRERE. AR AR SIS A 4T
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Gijk + GEhijk = 3Ai + 3Dy + Ci + 2Am; + Dinij +3AER +3DEwi; + CEp; + 2Am Epi + Dy Epj
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Her X ZEEBYEE b WRBEM:, e 25 o THEIBYMER, e~ (0,021);U, ZFEHL
BV R e, FREMER (U=1,2,---,10),U, =] BEMER.

RUBEE y WHE - W ERER
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+05mEVio +0a amViL + 0D pmViz + 0ap.amEVis + 0pE DmEVia + 02 Vis
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L2 ARt 5EMNER

BRERE b= 1 B HRBRATHSERURLAGIIE, KX F BT, EFE =2
RIEREHRAS. A M P ZAEAHET (R 1R 2) s SEULKREE. BERRTRY
A, ERSFNLFERELRN, EREH (b =2) GBEHERFEMES AR
FRIFEE, FHREXSMERXE) T, TARBHAREREANT, EAEH (h=1) 65
BAT AR, RUEATSRTARAM KA Fy #F (EBRNER F, HTRL, TRAE
W), B (h=3) ERE PR E R B S IE % R0 RSB IE
X R OFF, FROHEEHREBHE. K& A T3R8 R EF RRIEHHFELSE | 8kt 1),

X EARPEARFIAR R (B 2 M 4) BATHL, ERRREA/ N ER - R T,
PAARSF BRI (R 1 T 3) LIS AR AR, @ %R AN, R MINQUE(0/1)
TRERTEMM T EZ0 8, WHIRRIRTEBIA 500 KGR T RN E R IIRES
¥ (0) BT A (0) . BESBHHEIRE (Bias=0-0) . YIKME (Power) URHERY
(CE) %, MMIGRRN (AR 2) s YRAMSARIHRESRR G, FEEnEs
PERAMENMIMEI RN RS, XRHRERBBERE A/, RANSR
BRI BT ERE SR AESRRZH BT ERIEHTREMFH TS
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Table 1 Number and Composition of Each Sample for Four Kinds Experiment Design

FR
mH R ERE A REEFE=AITE
®’it 1 (%R wit 2(dE%Rt) it 3(HERIT)  ’iT 4IRS

1 (h=1) 5P 4+ 14F) + 14F, 7P 4+ 18F; 4P 4+ 6F| + 6F), 7P
FE2 (h=2) 5P + 14Fy + 14F, 7P + 18F 4 18F; 4P +6F| + 6F 3P 4+ 9F
HHE 3 (h=3) 4P + 6F) + 6F, 9F) + 18F,
WM R E 66 68 48 46

L E TR 5 7 4 7

PAEF, Fi ARH—R, R HEHR.
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Table 2 Results of Monte Carlo Simulation for Four Kinds of Experiment Design

BEEYH  BYME Wit 1(HEFRI Bt 2(3e%iRit) Bt 3(f4iit) wit 4(FEFRI)

(pa)! (pv)?> Bias Power CE Bias Power CE Bias Power CE Bias Power CE
—AMER
0'2A 20 1.60 0.58 1.85 -1.07 0.47 1.54 -0.45 0.46 1.73 1.19 0.48 2.32
0'2D 20 0.09 0.65 0.76 —-0.33 0.54 0.66 -0.62 0.55 0.81 1.16 0.43 0.74
0‘% 20 —1.45 0.56 1.17  0.02 0.57 0.21 -0.01 0.47 1.16 —1.80 0.48 2.54
Oim 20 —0.08 0.68 1.51 0.63 0.56 1.37 1.08 0.56 1.15 -—-1.54 0.58 3.77
G‘%)m 20 0.68 0.72 0.91 -0.50 0.68 3.24 —-0.94 0.75 0.90 2.07 0.48 1.67
U2AE 20 1.01 0.58 1.33 0.98 0.46 1.06 —-0.93 0.45 1.06° -0.99 0.37 0.60
UzDE 20 ~0.67 0.73 0,51 -0.24 0.64 0.47 0.54 0.63 048 0.21 0.53 1.61
O%‘E 20 —0.64 0.56 0.94 —.0.53 0.48 2.11 0.35 0.54 094 069 0.48 2.17
GZAmE 20 0.25 0.63 1.03 -0.90 0.55 1.21 -0.31 0.56 1.01 -1.59 0.59 3.75
o3 20 -144 078 067 006 068 3.32 —0.18 064 066 —1.92 058 225
TA Am 10 0.07 0.46 2.60 -—1.20 0.45 1.92 —-0.99 0.36 1.94 -0.74 0.35 3.86
OD.Dm 10 0.80 0.53 1.56 —-1.01 0.44 1.50 0.86 0.45 1.11 0.92 0.35 2.13
OAE.AmE 10 0.23 0.46 1.51 0.62 0.35 1.33 -091 0.44 1.38 1.09 0.36 3.40
CDE DmE 10 053 051 1.63 081 034 106 090 044 103 089 035 1.97
Og 20 0.10 0.98 0.30 -0.14 0.92 0.33 -0.24 0.93 0.58 0.24 0.94 0.53
RHER
TAJA 10 1.25 0.46 1.93 -~-0.31 0.33 1.82 -0.02 0.41 1.87 -0.98 0.38 2.60
9p/D 10 —-0.87 0.58 0.87 0.86 0.45 0.80 0.68 0.43 0.98 045 0.41 0.81
gc/c 10 —0.50 0.43 1.26 —-0.90 0.49 2.62 -—-0.15 0.35 1.36 -0.51 0.36 2.56
O Am[Am 10 0.81 0.55 1.64 0.23 0.51 1.53 -~0.82 043 1.26 —-1.02 046 3.90
IDm/Dm 10 —-0.45 0.59 0.97 -—-1.13 0.58 2.60 —-0.62 0.53 1.11 0.64 0.41 1.80
OAE/AE 10 0.90 0.45 1.33 0.52 0.41 1.20 0.75 0.38 1.26  0.98 0.28 0.90
9DE|DE 10 —0.83 0.56 0.65 0.52 0.51 0.58 0.75 0.58 0.56 —-0.90 0.51 1.72
OCE[CE 10 ~0.90 0.48 1.09 0.27 0.38 2.36 -0.30 0.41 1.44 1.14 0.40 2.30
T AME|/AmE 10 —0.91 0.53 1.13 1.16 0.46 1.33  0.22 0.55 1.21 1.00 0.58 3.91
IDmE[DmE 10 -0.54 063 0.77 -—-1.61 0.58 3.46 -—-0.81 0.51 0.86 0.86 0.45 2.37
TA)Am 10 —0.11 038 2.69 091 0.36 2.02 0.91 0.32 2.1 0.81 0.31 3.88
oD/Dm 10 0.46 0.46 1.69 -0.86 0.45 1.65 0.36 0.41 1.36  0.74 0.29 2.40
TAE)AmE 10 051 038 173 045 036 149 061 039 151 079 027 3.46

FDE/DmE 10 0.35 046 1.76 0.44 0.63 1.21 0.3 0.58 1.14 085 0.30 2.01

Tefe 10 0.06 092 0.51 -0.28 086 062 0.40 091 073 -0.80 093 0.72

1 genetic parameter; 2 value of parameter
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MR 2B A S, SRR LS HHEK CE RR—I, it 4 5% 3 MK
BRETG RMEBHRA, BIXTIRETHRESHO AR LSRR ENE—&, B2
FHFRB BRI TRBEEMOAZERBSB L, RUES—FETHERR, HRAXHBT
ERAKRS. EEBRME, YRFETHEIEMR (R #HR), EE R f1 R it
RAGLB O T OURR R ARG O R RERT LA AFI A (R 4). XBEAT A 4R Al 5%
RASHBM, MAKEAER-FETHROFEMER, TIRLIFE T2 KA.
B, - FREEFHRIOBERITRE T RN DR RIES S T AAER MRS, RAESR
BRI EHUEERNE < FEEENEARRERGETRESHORTITY, HmHaTHA
AUP 3 BINE SR P B TR AERNAE, A Jackknife B RS A B &5 HHEM BN
HIFREIR, SER ¢ ENRXT SEHT BEHRR.

2 it i

TR, HTREKEBRERIT ST SRR ETRFHNA, #UE ANOVA ¥
BIIRATH B AL T TR . SRR RS EELF RGN R B LA %
PRAEH) S B S R AR (A BRI R TIPS, WA R TEMSE, ERIARRRE
YeRATEAENR. ZRAREGRMEMAN MINQUE MMk, AR RERHSERIEAE
REBERBMTT 6 THEAERS 3 MKERKTASHRE. SML. BEMERER
R (BHF@ARE, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995) 5 BREZE (1996) &R EH KM GEREA
PR AR B L AR = A G B A A R R R S R 2 KRB IR MDR B (53647 T B2 T
BoE. XUBFRRE, W T FEREIEREARHNGREGIETEESE, MINQUE %&it4
W M EH R MR R SO 240, HFENARERBHIRBITMIBN (Adjusted
Unbiased Prediction , f#% AUP) MrirE B ~EBRE. XIETEER U R A R EH
RS ETH BRI R E A IR T RS R BRETR. ERHR
FYRELNIET T, BELBEEER « FEHEERY, b TaEEER « REEE
BIGHBBR LB KBRS T RAMAG RS EESAREZT , NTEEHRE
MEURBERE < FREEAEBRERBA Y AEEAZ. FREE (1996) ZESMTHIE WA 2
KRR AR REE < RIS, FRBIGH LOERES-FETHNEEE
A (P) &P —R (A1) MR (F) FF. SH50E A TRBIEN; EEHETH
THREER, MREFETRARE SRR TR RIEE A F % (B 430 I 4hR
Bigit) , UL MBAEHEER < FENETERRN, XRAFRBRLIE THSRE
WS EEE R Z R T SRR R IETEEIES T ARMTER R « FREWE
BB, W EBFREF ST F AR EEHRR H R ARIE T EHROREREMH.
BumEd, fdxtSfHEFREBTr ROEMMTRE, FFREENFESRBIZIHT R
i MINQUE A8 AT A Tofmt (G R A i &0 2240 B, M PRI MR ARk
FREBRITAGHE, Gt 4 BB AR 3 ARAKRE, 2500 KEMEFENE
THAETHERERKR, FETHELSHMEGE 30%. W, EEAPREEEESHRME
HEMTRE, PEERSHMATENERE, TESRBIRITMMTERTHEERE THS
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R, EER Var(d) R K, FH CE HA. HEEFESFRTRBBAOYL, H CE
ES5MBFRHY CE ELEBME. M, BT REFFRITHAREMTmE, MAZIE
THESRB BT REAEEBREI, HE L2 AFEE R FRINEH B R8T

[ # % #]
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Methods of Genetic Analysis for Triploid Endosperm Quality Traits
for Unequal Experiment Design

ZUO Qing-fan®3  ZHU Jun?>  LIU Yi-bo®  PAN Xiao-yun® ZHANG Jian-zhong'
(1 Department of Agronomy, Zhanjiang Ocean University, Guangdong Zhanjiang 524088 China)
(2 Department of Agronomy, Zhejiang Agricultural University, Zhejiang Hangzhou, 310029 China)
(3 Department of Agronomy, Jiangwi Agricultural University, Jiangzi Nanchang, 330045 China)

Abstract: According to genetic model for triploid endosperms with interaction of genotype x
environment proposed by Zhu Jun(1994, 1996), it had been proved by Monte Carlo Simulation
that minumum norm quadratic unbiased estimation is feasible for quantitative genetic analysis of
data from unequal experiment design.

The results of Monte Carlo simulation indicated that the biases or power values of estimated
genetic parameters did not exist significant difference between equal and unequal experiment
design.Therefore, the unbalance data from unequal experiment designs could also be used as
genetic analysis for estimating genetic variance components and genetic covariance components,
and predicting genetic effect values.

Key words: Quality traits ; Unequal experiment design ; Genetic analysis ;  Genetic
model ;  Genotypexenvironment interaction



