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Research progress in genomic selection breeding of maize
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Abstract: This article introduces the origin and principles of genome selection ( GS) technology, and
explains the impact of different genotyping platforms ( GBS, DArT, and rAmpSeq) and technologies on the
implementation of genome selection breeding technology. In addition, it also introduces the 4 major types of
algorithms used in statistical models for conducting genome selection breeding, as well as the application,
challenges , and development prospects of genome selection in maize breeding.
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T, WE A R AT T BB EEA T TH TR, 4 2o 4R 5 A RO A i, 4 [N 2 e R R o LU
B TR IS 7 ol T T s ) B A, 322 B A AR 77 A A ) 5 DR 28 5l ) G T g = 2 B, ol A R o
B RBRBEAT R AR 1 , B K LA T A8 T BB R T I ), 4 B MR

1 RN TOKF M BRI

44 %54 ( Genomic selection BY Genome-wide selection, GS) #5F* 1994 4E  Bernardo'> #2171
WAE P 22 R B N R Ty 25 /W0 7 2555 B3 BLUP (SRR e At 1) B9 071, IR IZ 7 IR BEAE X &
KP= R RISATHON . BJS , Meuwissen 5 48 1 T 23RBS, SR HFAEFERRE T T
FRic i B B R EOR B —Fh (B HAE 7 R AN H AR R 6] T4 58 09 43 b ic Bl B B R
(Molecular assisted selection, MAS) , 43[R ZH VE % 0] i F i R AT 20 FAmic 28 5E i PR & ) DU i 42
e B N ] (R 8L WSO R PR b AR o 1 AR AR ki A1 o35 PR 21 1 4 A i I 5 43 7 A i U A1
(LRI 2 A1 A {E ( Genomic Estimated Breeding Value , GEBV ) /E i dEHCHE . TEHEAT A HE D 2 e 61
G, A — AR (Training population 3% modeling population ) , Iz H: 3 PR A RN S 0 A | AR 4fg 26 76 1
5L DRI IR B 0 st 7 PO AR Y HLYR 0 A gk T AR ( Testing population ) A% 3 K Y ; & i , Al H B & F 7 Y T
T ASE AR T F0 DU AR 1) 5 R B B T3 5 A ( GEBV ) R A 7164

RRHEFHAR SER AR EFEFMNM L, BAEZURAHE, (1) RTEREK )z, 5
e ZFEVEF AR IR PR BT st (A8 il 22 5 K, A BE DR 20 e 383 2o A A A BE R 2 1 23 F A T RS [
PR AR L, T L 4 DE A AR 10358 45 708 S | I T PR 58 28 S 1) 52 ), B B W A0 i 00 A A 1) 35 % 98 o
(2) T ARME R, 78 H RG], K5 /N FUK R AR 7 20 0 i AR Y & R BRI, 3R A
PEPENG IO A S 42 PRI ZH 43 0) 9 AR AR 66 R AR 22 1) 114 36 2 T R A v A A4 ) MR B T AN o 80
B R RORH A AR EA T TR AARL, DTS R P A AR . (3) ORI F IS, —4F N Eh ny Rl
PR ST T A] A TIONAS Y I 4 5 R 2 6 3 W AN 28 aak T i) 2 783000 5 e A 4 T30, ] AR R
PREFBERE W REE W AT . (4) FOKAY— SRR AR BCST XHE LS RASTIN 5 | 2 2R P 4 ik PR 4 A 1Y s
A3 FIUIN e, D) AT SRR e AT 2 U 4 5 I s X9 N ) ) T RIS TRDRGAS (5 ph 7 W8 i 2R =0V L2 8 28] vl Lt
P 388 38, TR it B M KRR Y R A A A TR, A AR R 10 5 KA FoR By R BEURE 5
BELRI RS TN AL, AT AEARAR i e T X HOvE ORI T E R . (6) AR AR LIRS @
FRER A 1 R B AR BB | 455 22 42 0\ 22 IR 0000 R DR DI R L 0 42 0 2% 8l 25 TR AR B i 2
AGETHASAY | DA B 42 T PO 0 ik oK R 38t A0 0, 1% G2 18 b 1 R AL 5% ol T Bl = R AL HICHE N Bk 1]
RV G R A5 BB R | X L 2ok Bof (] A 282 2 1 B ) o

2 HEDN A Ve Y 3 D AN B AR

A 2 R K A PR ROR RS B PRy FOK T Rt AR rh e el i R AT R - . BT
FHT E KA FEEILN RIS GBS DArT (htips : //www. diversityarrays. com/) Fll rAmpSeq ™'

GBS ( Genotyping-by-Sequencing ) f&—FP fiif fL A3 L ZH 77 &, B & —Fh 56 T 50/ 2 B U1 ) /& 800
W HTHAR P F TR RS Z R AE Y IR A5 B . GBS F i K DNA FE i 4T U1 I Fdsic,
R v 300 0 3 AR X AT I e, AT BRI A A A 1 5 DR 2 B8 H0  ARE T74% E 114) 4 i PR 2
J¥ )51, GBS T R4 i a8, I HLadi I TR ZE K 20 20 A P9, GBS HoA il i | o 7 5 R s 43 98
IR, RIS AL = 5 A B AL B 78 FOR MY 2.7 Wi, AT DR i R 2 251 (SNP) Bdla 48—
#1995 690 MHRIMETLIEE -, Jy (8 ZFEAR A & 0 A 7 s B i 7 GBS AR LA Ry $30, 4
A AR 200 JC,

DArT( Diversity Arrays Technology) , BV 22 2P 1t8 - K, 2001 45 2 45 A i B 1 356 DR A4 7 . 2010
AE DAIT 23 ®5PEE DACT 3R 5 AL I e 5 AR AZE & & T DArT-seq 7 F- 55, HRTIZA R A T
AR AL SR FIAS R A% 0900 )5 77 i (https < //www. diversityarrays. com) . HTi, DArT 28 /5 EH bR £ K/
Z YR L (CIMMYT) A E7ERR VY HF 24 SAGA )T 5, DAT-Seq Hi A FUHAL AL 3L 4101 JF GBS
BOARFEL, AU (Psil #1 Hpall i) %) DNA F 5 JEAT BT AR g (0 A2 p 52 20 WD R A A
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[FIFEAS ) DNA #EH A R IRIE L & B2 ERS I Ba 7 823k M9 DNA b7 SO, 454 Tlumina —
A F BOMFH AR (150 bp) , BHRAREAR T LI ¥ DNA SCEERTESAAS B8 LY, DArT-seq 3875 A 4%
ICA PIFR, Silico-DAYT Fll SNP, i # 58 2 3L FRFVI M Z5 3 , A T2 % B4, nl i £ T2 M nid A B
FHF LR AL 100 SNP WKL ARAF Y Silico ARIC EEXT RIS HILF A [, DAT bric 40 T E K2 H
AP DAT E SRR AN $20, 495 AR 140 JC,

rAmpSeq J&—Fh3E T 5 & PG B9 A% 73R J7 7, AT LASE 0 v A A7 4 35 DR 2 08 5 R b AR 4 B4 A
80, SN YL DNA Hffi ] PCR ¥ 38— 20 v B vh 9 388 A0 3L R A B, X 88 R B 3 ] 51 8 471 (e s
) R BB S 1) ARG S A6 s . PCR OB F=AE (4 388 7= ) 48 Mlumina 765 _E #7515 AR 84730
P LR ALY SNP AT B ERAE ,  HLAY 75 76 1 5 e 51 A B B IX S0 SR AR 57 1%F B 78 Tk B dRic
HH A 7 595 4, B2 L 506 AL 4 L N 2 e B OB IC RO R, W R B AR HGE & Tl ARk
MJF . rAmpSeq V-5 bl 7 4 56 P A1 S B b A 1 B A2 — W B & b LR N, rAmpSeq bric i 4 5
DR TDRS BE AR T GBS % S B RES B BAN R $5 , AR # A RN A,

A ) ) 35 R ARSI B R ( GBTS) W2 LU RSB Y FE R 0 U4 R | FE T 23 PCR 1Y GenoPlexs FI3E T
AHERE 3R MY GenoBaits, £ BB HBRZ S VE (mSNP) £ AR K3 = T H AR A (P 8T INAE 71
B, 5 GBS FIEAS A M H, GBTS #i AR EA V&) @M bric R 56 AR m 2orE A5 8 nT ik
SCEEEFEPE RN ) IS SRR BRTE 4 TE 20 R Fh EZRAEY 55358 LA KGR o sy Fnis A= 9 b I &
T GBTS #Rit 50 A&, GenoPlexs F1 GenoBaits 2 4 RALE S, vl |12 b T A W) k4k G5 4% R fa 4t |
FEPRE A7 SR AniCPROCHRAG I 5 6 45 RIS B S S AR R BT e W | % 5 P R
43 125 TR G e A A R A 40, AR GBTS HOR A I ) oy AB 52X | B Bl Ak il & B RE AL A I o
£ s M P sRoE R T AR %5 B 2 T RE S 1Kl s GBTS 5 HAbH AR 18 & s B T R =iy FF IR & b
o N NZATAEOR B T DLSE AR R oK 4 PR A P, (H AR SEAF I iR AR UL AR A

3 GRS IRk

e RE PR AH R BT R AR BB A A S A DU DRSS ARk | A R A, TR 2 IS — b O i R 2R = Y
A
3.1 #&/INT3Ei% ( Least-squares estimation,LS)

5 XFR I/ N O A 8 ST TN ASE AL B ) U0 A0 %) fe /N Ak 158 22 B ~F- D Ok TR B 1) e £
VERCSH, TER A AL AT BE D A (R B RGON ) O INF , h 152 A iy BEAS R YRR, 1% 07 1 A R [R] )
XF BT A BR8N HEATAG T, T 5 SR OB AP AR P R AN, X B 7 2 2 A sl AR &7, iy HL
TRINRS B2 AR TS A 40 A9 BLUP FDUM-Sik , B2, B DNA 737 BARICZ B AR B Y, LS £
B FE(EBV) 5 ESEHFE(TBV) Z A ARG AN, 3X 82 P A bR 0 $ii 020 I /5 ZEAG 1Y
A4t AF N DR/ T B0, 40 SR PR R 5 A T RO s I 5546 T LS B 8BRS T AR B S A 5
Mt B/ Ak BN T oK A S A B B SR BIAR D T 2R S ML 2T TR AL Y 3
T iR 22 (MSE ) A4 46 %) 5 43 H iR 22 (MAAPE) | 80 H FAORIBLA 59 U450 B kg st
3.2 BLUP %

B A 26 TC A 11925 ( Best linear unbiased prediction) , £ 237 FOMAR R 17 6 BUELHE (FRic iRK
B B AESRAS IARIC LA R KL, SR 5 A ] B/ 3R B B AN T 1 25 B IC RO SONAEL, FFEAT 7 24650, f
15 F OIS FN 22 6 AL, P A E A5 AR IC S R ARV I OC R S 4. HETH 09 BLUP 125445 2 IR 20 e £
LR TC A I ( Genomic best linear unbiased prediction, GBLUP) "™ F1A [a] I 5% 132 £& ¥4 JC M 5 I ( Ridge
regression best linear unbiased prediction , rrBLUP) US1 BLUP B2 H B S Aa fdt it i 7
3.3 DIAtHR% ( Bayesian Analysis)

TEHE ST PR I SO RS E R S0 05 2, 285 F A DL S8 2 AR i 2 BU B (B ic iA300)
PAFIR G R PR S E, SRR AR LG, DUk & A S A R 0 i R FE B G,
Bayes 425 K 20 ] I 75 2R A ETRE AR 2 S AR 3 BIFFE 3R SR T 1 254 D APEHERE  Bayes B 5
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FE KM ARX T &, GBLUP ATHET A1 CIMMYT JF & 1742 3% DU 7480 280 1) 5000 1- 2L
BGLR, A& T R 5355 HAE T H A MR TR DU i B 20 i 7E—Seff 5t i 20
3.4 HB/EIE

BLAS 27 2 SR PR MR A I — A8k , A RS A A Y B 4 H AR, 120 U0 IS
TR A I PIR T WA T Y B R A A B HE RO B AR MR A EE; T MR
> R I A B Z (R A L AOCHR . ZEAL A% 2%~ h SRR RB A N O A FE A v 2 o BE PR R 55 3R AU ) 5C
B SR E AR ik DR RS AR AR R A LI 2 R . T A i DR 20 0 A AL i o > SR AT S AR ) AL
( Support vector machine, SVM) Bf#L £ #k ( Random forests, RF) | A T.#1 £ X 4% ( Artificial neural networks,
ANN) A 4% A5 /R AA %545 [8] ( Reproducing kernel Hilbert space , RKHS) %5 | FH T HH W G¢ 11 RN £ 42 9 (1)
TRIRAEA Weka®' F1 R 45 HRATAE Windows .macOS 1 Linux Fiaf7, HETE &/ WA M4 KPS
oF 3 R 2 2] A 1

B ik 4 285650 i A /N B SURTE 255 F ( Least absolute shrinkage and selection operator,
LASSO) \AEZ%07: ( Non-parametric methods) 55

4 AN 2H PR AR TR T Bl A S 41

FRFEMAKR AR RMAAIIER . HAT, KEMIR TN A TR AR L A L

TEWE KA T S F R | 2RI 2H Ve LUAZ G 70 5B 0 i B e 43 3 P 6 R 7 i A
PRAERE ) LR SEPIAY + BREE SRR + IRET + LD R BREE B VR RRL G T R RL B
AERBEE IS . FEFURWIE e IS DT LASSO DUty A DUrt3r B BEALARAR . RKSH 45 FF
FORIERBFSE, oo, WUet307 B AEBFSE T A B0 4 rh 3R LT B O TR 77, i L 46 Wl &
KIUE A FEIM B DT T T R RE LR R WE ST, BURTEARIRAS 1 L SCIR (A S iy A4 TUORG JEE |, de v -
By R 0. 74 BERETH R BRNGEEE . SRBCSE S i BRI B2 SNP A X 22 AN T K 1 28 R REIA
177 R UL PN ST, WAL T A% ) B R MU bR i 2 2 2 XoF TR J3E 2 i, e B B A
RO IR 14 525 06 F R I T B 5 ) [ 38 3t % D A AR A5, X R AR R CIMMYT Fif
JEPPAR T T KA 1) 35 A2 BT R 4 BE PRI ZH 000, 2 IR & GWAS 119 SNP {5 2 H T4 JE R 4 il g i 15
BIBAF I BN AE SR, AR50 PP, 1R B R 1 4 T DR 20 TORG B2, Ot X 90K A B, T
DA 25 ot FOUIN 285 SR d5e 2 (¥ 30, SECINOMG 526 7 S e i A (IR B AT DG 2 AN SRR AR R 51 1Y
119 > ASZ R ZIAIY 490 22 & AT T Ak A B, JF I3 1 8 SRR ZE it B A 8L 153 1
SIS A PR, TR AT T RIS A A 0y IO , A B SR A 22 AR AR T LA Rl
PETFIURG L . TRALCSE D PPAG T I B 10 v 2 5 A R BURINEC & 7 110 4 56 DR 20 T , 2 B0 7 e e300 ) 00 5
OB, MBI U R S 2R 55 0 6 o 94 R AT A 81 A v T LR B e 2% S o R B — i ]
B ITEITE

5 ABEIA AR TR TR AP s Ak AR

AR N B FERORTE R TR P AR HAT E ORI ) (H A milfs —LE kA

(1) BAREAR ; e R A R B AT AT A 14 25 DR L3000 e R S0 2 A, (o A5 G S it AR 85 5
JIE RS P it AR PG SR R A B AR R B 4, X0 T — e B A R A 7 st H sl i o AR5 T 5
AR — PRI 2, SR, Bl RO BN W20 RIS A8 8 e, P I PR A 2 iz

(2) BOHa A BEAN 73 - R DR 21 e AR A A ) BB B PE R, 7 S ve AR A M A B e A T 0 . R A
LR O A7 Ak Ak BRI R S 7 250 R TR AR R EOR SR Bt . 3 P 7 2 s e B2 A= 15 5
FRY R A RE | A AT 250 Ak B A T3k 26 JRORILASE 1% 5 DR 2 Bl . e b, i St = A v At 2 — 4>
HELA R, LAAEAS [R5 P BA 2 1) AT A S R LU | i — 2D e sl A SR N L e PR BRI A e

(3) MRS Fe: ORIV 2 B MR R B 2 S DR R 1, O Lk SE AL PR ik P R PR 058 X 3 AR LA
o A PR PR AT LUAS B 258 15 52 2 PR 5 1) 5 DR A DI, L g A ik 26 DXl ) D E AT L 5C 3%
ISR EA BRI . PR A MR B AL DL 75 2R A R S REBE S IR W0 A5 B oA . AN S 2R MR IR Y
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AU R T RERE BRI FE D AT e % 0N 1 1 R A S B P A PR

(4) FERRL G PR H AR ORI AR B I RS2 BIPR G 2 PRS2 MR, T ELIX SE BRI 2% 1 T 5 5 P4 Y
ZIAFAE SR ZRIAHEAE ] . AR PR F2 2OCTE I N ALK P AR 15 B (EL 200 1 BRI 0 R L A 52
Wi, X AT REFEAEA PG AT S TS N R B R RIS AR AT E . I, O 1 S ar s R ] 42
P PEFEROR | 5 2t — AP R R SRS AR BOBILR , AT A SEAG M I 1 5 ) i

(5) FRIVEHG ) HERE AR E M « RS BB A FE 2D | 5 DR T A B 7 DRI AR ) [ B, ety P40
TEANWTR =7, 17 R B M E DRI ROR A IR B EAE BOOR 4 DR A 2% FOUIMH 2 1 R il 2 22 A PR T 3]
TRIY T i A A R B S R, S A KR N A P T R R — AR R R AT

(6) BRI AR AL FIEFE . 42 K 2 O ASCAY ) 2 AR ME B R M R B ML 82 ) TR BEA ), BE TR
) PN RE B TARSR BTG BRI TRBESA IR AT L [ g5 ) MR U 28 AR AR, AT RE A%
B AT 2 5 PR R 5 R 2 (R A AR 2R R S 2R 388 e PR 2

(7) ZH AR R R A 2 5 5 HAD 2 B AT R &, ANt S ] | TP AR L AN 1 o 41K
i, ReAE R FE A B 5 R 2 A SCHK Tl 0 2385 22 4 Bl i 45 8L, T LSRR R0 5 H AR HRAR 5
AL PRI 2R | 348 g 4 ik PR A e 6 0 TS /2

IR A TE N A BEREROARAE T Kl o I i — L6 P, (H B B B 720 FIBIFFE A TR | 5k L6 9k 0RE
BB O B AR A REAT 880 23 BT 5125 A S0t LA R Xk B 058 T AR 20000 AR A 2= P IR ) B R A B
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EIENHBEFHORBES A il 1 BRI (L F 8, 7 i ] DUSE G s 000 A AR PR A 5 AR P g %
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