TANTNERAINTZAANNEN 30:2 (17-27)

NM5UszaNMUAINITIRLABI NN UENTTHURIAN HAUTINUIUGNANTUTIAAR TR LU 1AL
AsanyiAenuluusignsgnuanandalaiuazuaumised
Estimates of Genetic Parameter for Number of Born Alive at Different Parities in Crossbred

Large White and Landrace Sows

aaInstl ALAs Mol TaTmuly’ uss ASFITIL TaTE’

UNARER
TrgusrasFlunisfnuafitiiedssun A nasliee M aiugNI TN AN LA UG NN AN
33/ (number of born alive; NBA) luaALATANNANNAULAL AN AN IMNNZaNT 29 Ina A8 N7 Tau e
\ a - o = o \ AP = o Ao A ~

Ansdmeimiugnesuitssnlianlunaluunus 19 inanlElunasAnwaTandaned lunad 1)
WANTUNBNTNAN NAUGNTINULLLINAT AN AL ATAENITTATIEUTINTUNAHAN UL Tuwmai 2) 3Aszy
FoufunaganwinuNaNsnaTa9d Tumah 3) AmszisaniunansdnesIne NN INA LU LN
20981 warlumaf 4) AnrsviianiunaaanEUrInNNENE N LA ANENARLLI N U 9EW Tae
Warsundusazansuasenifludneuis sy Tnalidayadnenizauaugnusniiai@ia A ue 7,948
1UIN 209UNgNIgNNANTIATEUINT] W.A. 2546 11 W.A. 2552 annwafuiengunag lumanianaaeslssme
e ﬂi”mmmmwLLﬂiﬂmuLmemLLﬂiﬂifauifmﬂi”mmmﬂfaﬁ Restricted Maximum Likelihood (REMI_)
NAAINNITANS WL m@m’]wuﬁmmmamqLummﬂﬂmwmmﬂmmumﬂm a3 (h2)a898neuz NBA #1
1Hannlumad 12 3 uax 4 ummﬁ@qlum\a 0.002-0.073 ANANANRUSINIRUGNTIH (1, ) TEUINAALATANT
Asnagfluteg 0.00-0.95 Maifaufauiinaiuvsnzansisadi AIC wanliiviuinTunain 1 Janumuizas

a | o Ay v by -

wnigalunsdssanuainisnaniugluilseansanai idne lua sl

AENATY 1 ANNTIRABINIITUTNITH, ANEOITTIUIAATEN, AIALIATENTILEINGNATIL

Abstract

The objectives of this study were to estimate genetic parameters of number of born alive (NBA) in
different parities and to examine the appropriateness of the 4 models. The genetic parameters in all models
were evaluated. Model 1) multivariate analyses with direct genetic effects only, Model 2) multivariate analyses
with maternal and direct genetic effects, Model 3) multivariate analyses with dominance and direct genetic
effects, Model 4) multivariate analyses with maternal, dominance, and direct genetic effects, with each parity
was considered as a different trait. The 7,948 records of NBA from sows that born between 2546 to 2552
were analysed. They were grew by private farms in the central part of Thailand. (Co)variance components
were estimated by Restricted Maximum Likelihood (REML) method. The results revealed that direct
heritabilities of NBA from Model 1, 2, 3, and 4 were less which ranged from 0.002-0.073. Genetic

correlation (r, ) between parity were less which ranged from 0.00-0.95. Model comparison by AIC values
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indicate that Model 1 is the most appropriate model to estimate the population of breeding values pigs in this

study.

Keyword : genetic parameter, litter size, different parities
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ANBUYAIUIUYNANIUINIAANTIR (number of born alive) 47 Fuvilslugnunizaunnnsen (litter size)
‘17';9?mwﬁﬂﬁmhmmﬁm@mﬁ\iwqrﬁmﬂr(Noguera etal., 2002) LL@VLﬂuLﬂwuwﬁ'éﬂﬁmiunmﬁumﬁﬁuﬂiq
ANT UL mmuwuﬁ (reproductlve traits) Iummmmm (dam lines) LW@qumuqu@ﬂumuumLLwﬂfaﬂ
(mmmﬂnm 2552) mamuﬁi”mmmwmwﬂmmumm (sow productivity) L‘]Jum\mu\mmmmmmumslu
NN9NAR (Irgang et al., 1994) @ﬂwmvmmmm@numﬂu@ﬂwm”wmﬂmmwwwuﬁﬂﬁm@wﬂwm (MmN,
2549) LLﬁdﬁmaﬁuﬂquﬁ@ﬂwmmumammwuﬁmiummmimmﬂLmjlumﬂ@umm WANAZ152T84
miﬂmﬁm‘wuﬁwymwummqmu@nmﬂﬂwamuLmuwwmeﬁmmuuumm@mmm (uumﬁ 2548)
Fnmairaunnasaniudneusiiinisdadaludneay meﬂu‘imﬂh‘tuLmﬂi”mu@nwmwmmmmm
(repeatability model) (Ehlers et al., 2005) 'am\ﬂiﬂmmmaﬂa:mmmwmumem\iwuqﬂﬁuimﬂwmi
WENNANTUIRINAIFLATENETALNABAR (bias) MNN3svansAn i ( Fernandez et al., 2008) anndanivium
m@aimmﬁﬁl\ﬁ?:ufiﬂ ANANANAUENNAUGNIINITNINAAUAIEN (parity order) faainfiu 1 (Henderson,
1988) %aﬁfmum&i’mmq'ﬁqﬁmﬁmﬂﬂﬂiﬁﬁLﬂumLuﬁ!ﬁﬂﬁmmmumLﬁmmnmiﬁmﬁ@ﬂiﬂﬁwh%?‘ima
(Irgang et al., 1994) AnNIWAUN THLARGLATIZHTILTANL ANE W (multiple-trait model) Pl 2 denles
m@mmnwmﬂ@nwmvmunmwumwLLuum (accuracy) ‘l‘mnum@ﬂumm&nmmmimuwuﬁ“ﬁmﬂL@Wﬁ”n‘u
@ﬂwmvwmamqwmmwmmnmmqmm”ummumnwmvmmﬂmﬁwuﬁmwm (Mrode and
Thompson., 2005) uazfe@aunsnatnsnziianiuynansnizlunszuaun1sdnaen (Noguera et al., 2002)
ImﬂﬁqiﬂiumiﬁmLﬁ@ﬂ'51ﬂmzﬁmamw%m%wmmﬁmmumnmmuLﬂwﬁn (additive gene effect) WsifN
gau13ntindauaesananazestiuiuyliuanasan (non-additive gene effect) Wiy BnawaLLLANTUBIEY
(dominance effect) N13an1E Nt sidNAMIIAUGNTIN p1aAzaE N AN LLLE 1 (MR, 2549)
TaaNanIUTINALENENATRIWN  (maternal  effect) %qﬁﬂdﬁﬁmwﬁﬁﬁmiumsﬁnmﬁnwmwmmm'aﬂ
(Roehe and Kennedy, 1993) fimﬂixmvﬂumiﬁﬂmﬂ%ﬂ‘fﬁﬁ@ﬂ?zmmmwwmﬁme?m\iﬁu@mimmﬁﬂﬂm:
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(YL) wazuandiad x ansalasi (LY) AuanTweanng lurnSulnevanaeansaNdendn TudauaasweudWugud
ddinsnanlssmAnunin nMsuaRgnIyu 3 anesiug nwegadinaiduiugasen uazlinsuanna (artificial
insemination) viavsin usausNiayaa N fuenTu 2 Lmﬁ‘ﬂg’hwmmﬂnmwmﬂixmﬁ”lm eI WAL
2546 04T W.A. 2552 391 7 1) ?*ﬁfaaqu@ﬁiquaquLLﬁq”LﬁLﬂu 2 m’quéﬁﬁ”ﬂ fayariugilsvin (pedigree file) Usznaufon
UNELAUL9EAFgNT (swine Identification number; ID), UNNELALNENUS (Sire’s ID), MNNELAUUNNUG (Dam’s
ID), Tifim (Year of Birth; YB) uaz 2) uilndiaya (data file) Usznaufion unaiaailszansingns (swine Identification
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number; ID), NGNITALANEIABALDIGNT (group genetic effect) iy 2 ﬂﬂmimm 1 anfalati x ¥ uaudies

~

(50%Y x 50%L) Ay % uaudLed x /mafﬂq‘w 50%L x 50%Y) mmumaﬂmnm@@m (parity) Ju-ineu-tl 7

b

qnanaangn (farrowing date) 1nN9AEUNg1N94ANT (contemporary group) tneansaunangs-L-ngnia 7
ANIAABAGN RINEAZBEART YN SusiemmiaansuAn (farm or unit), kel 2 ngldun CHF uaz CSF, 1) 4
ansnaangnae T w.A. 2546 D91 WA, 2552, uas qmm@ (season) ﬁ@mm@@m@ﬂ uwiielsidu 3 ggnia Ae g
ATal (wqmmﬂu 4 NuAALL) qmﬂu FunAn D WOHNIAN) UAS fadu @Aguien D9 panax) TaeRansn
L Funainey AUUNH UazANTUENNS angusignalianaangn (age at farrowing) wisaaniilu 6
ngu TnaaipnIuaIAuATan Aa AGEF1 = 280 fiv 530 41, AGEFF2 = 430 111 680 u, AGEFF3 = 540
fl9 850 41, AGEFF4 = 700 114 900 41, AGEFF5 =900 119 1,200 J1, AGEFF6 = 950 114 1,300 J1 AMNANAU Na
Wuﬁjﬁlfﬁ’l,ummauﬁuﬁ (service boar) TuusiazasuAsan seavidanveslasias wioyasauansli Table 1
2. NM5IATIENLAYA

PlANAT N0 ALATAPIRARUNNTUANUASULILLNG (normal distribution) TaeasEUIAINAIAYTN
i (skewness) waznan normality _plot mm@mu%m‘ﬁﬁmmé’hﬂdﬁﬂﬂﬁ (outlier) LLﬁiﬁfaumﬁy@qﬁuimﬁﬁm
mmwimmmm LAY mam‘wiuwmﬂLmﬂiﬁﬁm@m m@mm@mmwiumumauﬂmm Lmvmmamwmﬂmw
fnsuAseand 4 @@ﬂmmmmmmimimmmmmm'lummﬂmmm nagaLTadensd (fixed effect) 1Hur ngw
FTALAEAEATR94NT Ha-U-09n1a 7 mgmm@ngﬂ W@wqulmluﬂﬁimmuwuﬂuLLm@ymm_lm'aﬂ Laziladed
Amualiiiflupanuusilsausan (covariate) 1Hun @WﬂLLﬁQﬂ?Lﬁ@ﬂ@@ﬂ@jﬂ nagauaduAINan9faeis Ordinary
least square (OLS) Aoalilsunsn R 2.13.1 (Development Core Team, 2006)

AmsziiasAlsynetiaduuilalaaufiaeia Restricted Maximum Likelihood (REML) HagTisunsudniagd
BLUPF90 PigPAK 2.5 (Duangjinda et al., 2005) Ineinnsamraisauvanaaneaizn i lf lunamadng (mulUpIe—
trait animal model) Inelurazansunsan fugnenii mfmﬂu‘llmﬂisﬁiumeq‘wuﬁnﬁmLuﬂnmmu 4 Tt
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Tmaf 2; [%|_[0 © % 0o o ofb| o 0z 0 0 0fal 0 0W 0 0 0fm| e
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Y, = nARe3I9IANEANATRIA T i, b=wnAwmeiredEninand 7 1%un NANNUFIDINT n@umi
@mmamﬂfmmmm@@mzmu,avwawuﬁwiﬂummfauwuﬁmm@nwmvw i, a-= Lfml,mmmmamﬁwaqmu@wqﬂ
Fadmsrasdnusd i m, = Lfml,mmmm@wﬁwmuLummn@wﬁwmmt.m (maternal effects) JasdnEUET i,
d = mmmmmm@mﬁwmmLum@’m@mﬁwamemwu@wu weednwEh i, X, Z,,W,,V. = wisndaes
mmmam (incident matrlx) muwuﬁnummmm b,,a,,m, uaz d, muay, e, = AWei1eIENENAgH
mmmnm’mmmmmmum@mnwmm i e i vnede @it 1 8 6Tmmmmﬂim@mmmmLLﬂﬂJmu
ol

a [ 9.A L 9A 9,A L gpA 0 L 0 0L 0
M M O M M O M M O M MO M
g 9asA L geA 9eA L gpp,A 0 L 0 0L 0
m, g,A L 9,A 9,A L g,,A 0 L 0 0L O
M M O M M O M M O M MO M
var M _ A L OpA 0,A Lo gpA 0 L 0 0L 0
d, 0 0 o~ N\WB/K Gl o
M M O M M O M M O M MO M
d, L =TA T 2= Hp I{L TN TAT
6 0 LeeetX" 038~ NI7/ N o Pa TR
M M O M M O M M O M MO M
| d | pertd AL T\ [ U0 \ I emonds WL, |

g; = ﬂ']’mLLﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬁ"JuLLﬂ”ﬁ’)’]ﬂJLLﬂ?ﬂifJuﬁ‘QNVI’lﬂwuﬁﬂi?NLum@’]ﬂfm’lﬁW@m@ﬂﬂmmu‘i.l’)ﬂ’&”@mi”ﬂm\‘lWJ
wils i uay | mfa i = 1 546 unnade Aenan1ansaiiasan i aNd Ay (direct additive genetic
effects) uaz e i =7 A9 12 vanee Avanaaesu (maternal effects) frvFudn i i e j = anwouy
1 046 mNAIPL, f »WMJ\ILLﬂ?ﬂi’JuLL@ZﬁQWNLLﬂﬁ‘ﬂi‘Quﬁ"JﬂJV}NW‘L&ﬁﬂﬁNLu@ﬂ’ﬂﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁwaLL‘LI‘].I"]JNH‘LA"]J@QEIH
i“"W]’Nm‘]LL‘]Ji‘I WAL j LN@ i = 1 96 vunefe avBwaLLLNI B A LA N T j e j =
fnmousi 1 596 AuAIRL, hi = = Al sniaz AN I LN eRIATAIARALARELIBA NN 1 T
6, A = l,mmﬂmmmmauwuﬁwmwuh;mimzmmmam, D = wisisndueamnuduiugnieiug nasusendngsa
dnsiTlnsannavinauL ey

mﬁﬂa‘:ﬂ@umwLLﬂﬁ*ﬂmuﬁ%’ﬁﬂﬂﬂ@xmmmﬁm’wﬁugmm (heritability) ~ AMAUANAUEN
WUgN9IN (genetic correlation) ANaNdNUENINAN®UEUIING (phenotypic correlation) ANNINANWUG
(breeding value) iansalumaiimanzandaeen Log Likelihood (-2Logl) #eastiuunliiafiaawiioinnstlszanns
ANNNIIRLABTINUIUNIN 49AT Akaike's information criterion (AIC) LﬂuLLuQﬂmm%ﬂm@mﬂmﬂmL‘LE‘EI‘LI
(penaltise) m@\ﬂmmmqmmmummuwmuLm'ai‘mmnmmmumﬂumimmmmu (Liu et al., 2006)

AIC =-2log L +2K
e K= anunnniweiadsyluluma
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NANITN mamu@zﬁmirﬁ
1. ALDALUDINNHUY

rﬁhL@?ﬂlmmzﬁ”ﬂwm:ﬁﬁmuqﬂqmmﬂLﬁmﬁ?ﬁm (NBA) °11'a<1LL:u'qngﬂmmwﬁmmwﬁuﬁ:ﬁmL@?ﬂlﬂlunﬂ
anAuAsanag lugag 10.68+2.90 Fin 119 12.03£2.96 Fn ANANAL (Table 1) HANGINIINNIANEIB9 NYTm
(2549) uax mmﬁﬁnﬁ (2552) ‘Luﬂixmﬂazgﬂi@Jﬂmumm”lqﬁl,tmt,t,@uﬁm wud'}ﬁﬁhfag‘lmﬁqq 9.62+0.04 6"
8910.172.11 §2 muddL eenaflusarnainausansneIesszALg1eden (genetic group effect) Az
mquﬁﬂimﬁﬁl,l,mnﬁmﬁu wigandnsAnen lugnsiuguiianialaiuazuaudiss (WasinwazAny, 2550;
JHINg, 2554) %qmmﬂummﬁmmmnLL:ngﬂizg@mﬂmu”Lﬁ%uEw%W@mminmmfa‘[.i%mLﬁm@’mmmmmfﬁmﬁuﬁ
(crossbreeding) ﬁﬁiﬁzﬁﬂ?@]ﬂmmmﬁﬁ')’mLL%QLLNLL@ZIﬁN@NﬁmaﬂdWﬁ"}L’a?ﬂlﬂﬂ‘ﬂ\w\l‘mmmm%\iLﬂuzﬁqﬂ?ﬁuﬁ:uﬁuﬂx
mmiﬁﬂmﬂ”\iu,mm“l‘ﬁLﬁudﬂuz\‘iﬁﬁum@mwﬂﬁmLfaﬁlﬁrﬁ'ﬁ‘ﬁmmmmmL‘fimmﬂmmmaﬁmsﬁwmmw
mummmmmqmﬂmiumummmmw (Pluske et al., 1998) Lmuumva.mmmmiummumaﬂm 4 ummnuu
mmemmLLmTummmm@mmmwuﬁ esannsnmmismigresiigauilfininniuaud fuasan s
unndu aempdesiunIsAnETes 1Pevus (2542)

Table 1 Data structure for the analysis

11 ltem
Breed  and 4 5/
) No. of o 3 AGEF NBA
Parity CG BOAR
records Mean SD CV Mean SD CV
LY
1 832 40 139 388.86 SRN37Y 2RO 10.68 2.90 27.15
2 830 41 118 529.92 90.80  17.13 11.22 3.02 26.92
3 77 38 110 676.20 95.41 14.11 11.94 2.96 24.79
4 592 35 88 814.10 w53 9.52 12.03 2.96 24.61
5 501 32 79 950.98 81.91 8.61 11.71 2.99 25.54
6 369 32 72 1,087.0  85.87 7.90 11.33 2.89 25.47
YL
1 982 29 125 382.93 61.07 1595 10.68 2.95 27.62
2 981 32 111 030772 9558 18.01 11.26 2.83 25.13
3 805 31 104 673.14 84.90 12.61 11.84 2.84 23.99
4 640 25 95 812.00 72.07 8.88 11.92 2.80 23.49
5 445 24 72 944.44 9485 10.04 11.78 2.95 25.06
6 254 17 49 1,080.8  96.24 8.90 11.61 2.69 23.16

LY = 50%Landrace x 50%Large White and YL = 50%Large White x 50%Landrace, ?cG= contemporary groups (herd-year-season at

farrowing), “ BOAR = senvice boar, “ AGEF = age at farrowing, ¥ NBA = number of born alive

2. tladafiianananafnHsAUIAATAN

ﬂmmmmwam@m:rmvmmuﬂnammﬂmmwmm (Table 2) Wu4N ﬁmmmwuﬁ fa’mu,mmm@
mmmnl,l,@ww'awuﬁmlﬂummauwuﬁluuamwammﬂwmmmnm (p>0.05) mummummmmmmﬂmu
mammawuﬁmmmmmmlummmmmnmmwmmeuimmLu@amﬂLmemumam@mmﬂlu
TaireunuLllaszuusziveleiiiu (evaporative cooling system) anmundennielulsedeureuiinemed
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Usznaufuiniesansiipuadeliuninatesanmalfaieinlifasadinalifluasedneasiidnm
(MM, 2549) Ew%wmmn@umﬁmmiﬁLL:qum@@mQﬂ WL AR AR AN HOIZAUINGNENIUINAANTIA
ludnsupsanil 1 (p<0.05) Lﬁmmﬂuzﬁﬁﬁum@ﬂLL:mLLaizgﬂiél’mﬁmiﬂi”uﬁqﬁ@m%zﬁﬂL@?mﬁuﬁLﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁu
prenifisduusignsifinerinunsiiesnudainiasnsnuius Rt uuazungnanansaussafageuliunn
T lfiavienailesanngunsdnnisiuigninaeagnisliinasedneniziiane

Table 2 Number of litter size records different parity, least square mean (LSMEAN), standard error (SE),
and significance of fixed effect and covariate used in analyses

Fixed effects Covariates
. ) 1/ 2/ 3/ Age at
Traits and parity No. of records LSMEAN SE Breed CG~ BOAR ,
farrowing
number of born alive (NBA)
1 1,814 10.33 0.19 ns * ns ns
2 1,811 10.98 0.17 ns ns ns ns
3 1,622 11.67 017 ns ns ns ns
4 1,232 11.81 0.20 ns ns ns ns
5 946 11.68 0.24 ns ns ns ns
6 623 11.46 0.30 ns ns ns ns

1,21, 3/ T .
See explanation in table 1

ns = not significant (p > 0.05) and * = significant (p < 0.05)

3. ANARTINUENTTH

ﬁwﬁmwﬁugﬂﬁumqmmﬁmmn%w%waLmumﬂmmu (h?) ﬁﬂszmmi%mnnﬂimm@‘ﬁ'ﬁﬂmmm
snenizsuaugngnauniiadTAsluddATen? 1 6 SAtetlugag 0.002-0.073 uanslu Table 3 Feflnsin
N91N15ANEN284 Roehe and Kennedy (1995) WA Femandez et al. (2008) FIENNUINANEATINUGNITNIEN
ﬁﬂwmzﬁmau@mﬁqﬂmiﬂLﬁ@ﬁ%’im‘Luzﬁwﬁumfaﬂﬁﬁmﬁuﬁm@@uﬁw 0.06:0.13 isieraiessnanniums
UszanmuAnesdilsznataniuutlstsuliaunsaduunuasrnnalssldegsnsubou Fedenaliinny
LLﬂiﬂmumnmmmmmLm??i'@uﬁvﬁhmﬁ”uﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂwmzﬁ?ﬁnmﬁr’hﬁmmﬁuﬁqmmﬁﬁﬂ (Lﬁﬂiaﬁﬂé, 2552)
zﬁ”ﬂwmzﬁﬁmé’mﬂﬁuqﬂﬁuffimmmsl,ﬁLﬁudﬁmﬂmm@ﬂﬂmméfﬂwm:ﬁ'ﬁﬂmﬁﬁwﬁwmmqmﬁmamﬁ@uL'ﬂu
ANATY (Andel, 2549) c-ﬁ"\nfum?ﬂ'?uﬂgqﬁﬂﬁm:ﬁqmﬁmm@ﬁﬂmﬂm@ﬁmLﬁfaﬂﬁfmﬁ'%ﬂmﬁuﬁu@ﬂﬁuéquﬁuma‘
AANITANINUIARDNDLNUNIZAN ATINLANANTDIAE AT HUGNITH TuIAazAAUATENUAAS LHILTIATN
LLmnﬁmLﬁmmﬂmmLLﬂiﬂmumqﬁugﬂﬁum%mnmidmw@mwdwzﬁﬂ&Tumfaﬂstﬁfsw'aqmqmi?wﬁuﬁ
(reproductive lifespan) ﬂl@ﬁLLﬁJQm‘ (Noguera et al., 2002)
4. MANBENAUBILY

N@ﬂ’]ﬁﬁﬂ‘]ﬂ’]ﬁ’]ﬁﬁ]i"]ﬁuﬁﬂﬁuLﬁ’ﬂd@’m%%%W@ﬂﬂﬂLLﬂ (h2) ‘1’7;5?ﬁi@@i’nwm:ﬁ’]mu@ﬂmﬂiLLimﬁmﬁ%ﬁmiu
fndunsand 1 i 6 dwsLiluna® 2 uaztuead 4 (Table 3) wmmmam’luma 0.036 119 0.041 mumﬂﬂwmqm
LmL‘ifiﬁumwn‘um@m’]wuﬁm‘aumqm\iLummn@mﬁwM@wmmumﬂmmmelummumwmmmmmm
famwwuﬁmiuLummnfamwmmLLunumaﬂiuﬂﬂmwmwwmu@ﬂmmusmnmmmm uraenelsfiniu
Southwood and Kennedy (1991) l8AnwéiaanisanassiiayalugnsnudinisdssunauAnansnasasudasinais
mLm@mfaimuum'ﬂﬂmmmm@mwmmvmm@ 5 wummmnmmvmLLun@mﬁwmmLLMm ANANRUNUS
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SN WBVENATBIUNUATBVBWATDIEUILILILANAZAN (1(a, m)) HANee/lutas -0.02 19 -0.98 uanaliiiviuinnig
ﬁmLﬁ'ano%ﬂﬂWiﬂixmmmmmmuﬁuﬁfﬁﬁ'ﬁmmn%m%wmmﬁw,mumnmmuLﬁmaﬂ'wﬁmm@mm@mz‘mﬂu
Euausieavanatesuifamnantadresnisugaaantiu (confound) F=UINNBNTNALDILH LAZANT WAL
uLLLLINdzaNaaAAReITUNTANENU8Y Roehe and Kennedy (1993)

Table 3 Heritabilities for direct additive (h; ), maternal effects (h; ) correlation between direct additive and
maternal effect (r(a, m) ) dominance effects (d 2) proportion of direct additive variance attributable to
dominance variance (d 2/hi) residual variance (V,) -2log likelihood (-2logL) and Akaike’s
information criterion (AIC) for number of born alive (NBA) in crossbred large white and landrace sows by
trait and model

. 2

Trait  Model  h2 h2 r(a,m) d? d?/ni V.  2logL  AIC
NBA1 1 0.042 - 3 # - 8.15 24,569 51,369

2 0.042 0.036 -0.68 - - 8.07 24,565 109,625

3 0.018 - - 0.056 3.14 9.64 29,965 76,580

4 0.005 0.023 -0.02 0.042 9.20 7.75 24,641 129,525
NBA2 1 0.035 - P> - B 8.20 - -

2 0.034 0.004 -0.74 - 3 8.24 . -

B 0.050 - - 0.112 2.22 19.3 - -

4 0.003 0.020 -0.02 0.022 7.36 7.97 - -
NBA3 1 0.010 e - - - 8.38 - -

2 0.011 0.004 -0.73 -4 = 8.37 - -

3 0.058 B > 0.116 2.00 20.0 - -

4 0.002 0.021 -0.02 0.011 6.28 8.01 - -
NBA4 1 0.055 - = < 4 7.74 : -

2 0.073 0.024 -0.98 - - 7.72 - -

3 0.051 - ) 0.102 2.00 184 i -

4 0.002 0.014 -0.02 0.014 5.89 7.84 - -
NBA5 1 0.035 - & / - 8.50 - -

2 0.056 0.037 -0.97 - s 7.46 - -

3 0.052 - . 0.105 2.02 18.1 - -

4 0.004 0.023 -0.02 0.027 6.74 8.18 - -
NBAG6 1 0.017 - - - - 7.66 - -

2 0.044 0.041 -0.93 - - 7.46 - -

3 0.058 - - 0.112 1.93 19.3 - -

4 0.007 0.030 -0.03 0.060 9.04 6.89 - -

5. AAnanaliasannstniurasiy

MsAnENANAYENAITIaN NN uTesE (d 2) LRIANEUZAWIUNANIUINAANTIR IR A LATEN
#1596 (Table 3) dwsuluinad 2 uasluinai 4 wuddAneglugee0.011990.116 ?ﬁqﬁﬁ’]@‘qndm’mﬁnm
189 nydmid (2549) ‘ﬁﬁﬂm‘luzgm@uﬂmmum‘?aﬂqﬁmumuﬁmwudwﬁ'ﬁ%m%waLﬁmmnmﬁjuﬁummﬂumm
ANBIULAUIUGNANIWININANTI RN AWINAL 0.015 Lﬁmmiﬂ?uﬁuﬁuqﬂﬁmmﬁmﬁgﬂmamfwfi’]L'fluéim



24 NNTANTNEAINTZABNLNAN

W13 s ALAZATNUANANIT9IANULTLFIUTENINNAUE (Swan and Kinghorn, 1992) Faay
ﬁmsmﬁmwLLﬂiﬂmuéfamNﬁuﬁ;mm?wdwqﬂmwﬁuﬁuﬁumuuﬁimﬁuﬂmﬁmwuﬂiﬂmumq
Wuﬁqﬂﬁmalu@jﬂN@N@xﬁmi‘mﬂuﬁ’mﬁgﬂdﬁﬂ%ﬂm&lﬁ@ﬁﬂ‘W‘@LL%JT@EIT%TNL@@@IﬂN@N (crossbred model) Fansiiaz
'ﬁﬂﬁmiﬂizLﬁuﬁuqﬂiimiua”qunmam’jmmusimi’]mn‘fu (Lo et al., 1997) usifiesannTuna il lunnsAne
m%\‘lﬁy@xﬁ@wmﬁmmﬁuﬁ’uﬁmugnéquw'@LL;JLﬁmrTu (full sib) TAYAZANUIUANANAUEIZIING paternal
subclass UEIAIAAINAINF LR NFAN AR US ST IS TlasannavianaLLLT NresE U Adue Tae
Hoeschele and Van Raden (1991) ‘Emmﬂmem‘ﬂuL@@‘Lumaﬁﬂwﬁm%\‘if‘:@%ﬁaﬂﬂi“u%wmwLLﬂiﬂmuéqumq
wuﬁmimvmqmnmmuwummLummnm@mwiﬂummﬂmiuumumwamwau,uwuﬁl,mwwﬂum
%‘wﬁwaLummﬂmmmummﬂuwimummmmfmmﬂmm (overestimated) dving liandndauszudnen
%mﬁw@Lummnmﬂmum@\mummammwuﬁmiumqmqLummn@mﬁwmmumﬂmm 2/h mmmu‘w
4907N (1.93 - 9.20) uazarAdunaNIAINANENTUE TILgnsannauiRaai Ll Tl aswa ez Fias il
R1U9NNN (Culbertson et al., 1998)
6. NMaifFauiguszuinglung

miﬁﬂw'ﬂﬁ@lﬁ’aﬂiuLmaﬁﬁgﬂuuummmuﬁqm (the most appropriate model) #agiA -2logL (Table
3) aviivlEdnTuiaad 2 ﬁm’mmmmmwim@Lﬂumuqmﬂﬂwﬂizmmﬁi’m’mﬁLﬂ@%ﬁmﬁﬂﬂdﬁLL@:gﬂLLuu
sesluinaniinadudaundn (MAQA, 2552) Faa1nMANUNAY AIC BeLl5uannanulE L Rayaedlunafind uiu
W finesTiinndnaz WL Tiiean 1 TANNMENEs uaviiefiansan ANt Ut sAIAR AR L
(Ve) wudnTuAa T 4 ﬁmmmmmu%mmmuLLﬂ?ﬂﬁ‘qwﬂmmﬁmmmLﬂ?ﬁ@uﬁammm@ﬁmmqmmﬂma‘
Lﬁ'u%‘v@‘waLﬁmmﬂﬂﬁﬂL%’ﬁ”l,ﬂuimm@LLé’qﬁq’lﬁLﬁmmiﬂi:mmmﬁqqLﬁu@?ﬁqﬁﬂﬁﬁhmmLLﬂiﬂmumm
ANNUARALAADUEANARAS (Johansson and Kennedy, 1985) QENIAPNLNNIAN AT LN 220 DA
ansnawuLdNiurestulag Misztal et al. (1977) WU 1N 7 svan AN anE N AL e sEuT A
Aananaldifiu 3 wWefduisziupanaiasii 05 Wesiumdelitenalifienndn 65,000 Tuiinvidadszunm
20 wiwm‘ium@ﬁﬁﬂ@mﬁuﬁuﬁ;miuLLuuﬂﬂﬁmmm’ﬁmrTuﬂﬁiﬁnm‘imﬁmﬁmm%wmm Chang (1988)
winsAneluafaidedninludanes funndioyanlilunsdnm sailuaad 1 aafulueaiiiaaw
mmmu‘ﬁlqm‘ﬁ'%‘l%ﬂizLﬁuﬁuqﬂiiuﬂizmﬁﬂiqﬂ?Qﬂmmuﬁ”l%ﬁnwﬂuﬂ%\if:
7. AANANNUS

auduiEnaiugnesuresinEra ugngnTLniiaiEan U Mupsani 1 8 6 luynlunaiian
8751919 0.00-0.95 (Table 4) HAANNIIANE AR AN ARANAUENISRUGNITNIENINRIALIATANTAY
WANANNTUABAARBITLNNIANEN189 Fernandez et al. (2008) WAz Mekkawy et al. (2010) AN9TiAINY
LLﬂiﬂa‘qwﬂ@mﬂwmmﬂﬂwﬂummmmmﬂm@mmmu,mmummLmnm’mﬂummummmnﬂuw
Re0d09 TN TUARIBDNTBIANH DL IUNAATANTANLLAN AL (different gene) ¥3aNN1TLAAIRENTDIEL
T9uniU (different combinations of genes) TulsazanaALATAN FannadanasiezesluLLazIsinansiaENde
(physiological maturation) ¥@4ulgns (Noguera et al., 2002) ufaﬂmnﬁ”@wn“]um@mmn‘lmm”mwm%w@
ANANYTUURIR UG 72T LLazf“imqu%mgu@m*”ﬂum?ﬁﬂm"lﬂLﬁm‘w‘ﬂ (Fm1, 2545) Lﬁmmnmiﬁmﬁy«,mqm
Tugoafiuasnsliuanana Ty A UIsULALRLS warquNINIaeuHgNs
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Table 4 Genetic correlations (above the diagonal) and phenotypic correlations (below the diagonal) for
number of born alive (NBA) in crossbred large white and landrace sows using a multiple trait animal

model
. . Parity
Trait and parity
1 2 3 4 5 6
Model 1
NBA
1 - 0.55 0.52 0.49 0.52 0.26
2 0.16 - 0.80 0.28 0.38 0.1
3 0.18 0.18 = 0.19 0.53 0.35
4 0.15 0.17 0.24 - 0.33 0.26
5 0.18 0.13 0.23 0.24 - 0.71
6 0.15 0.1 0.21 0.20 0.28 -
Model 2
NBA
1 - 0.39 0.27 0.64 0.81 0.94
2 0.16 g 0.95 0.40 0.77 0.43
3 0.18 0.18 . 0.51 0.68 0.35
4 0.16 0.18 0.24 = 0.19 0.57
5 0.16 0.15 0.24 0.24 5 0.81
6 0.14 0.12 0.21 0.19 0.28 -
Model 3
NBA
1 - 0.27 0.39 0.50 0.44 0.75
2 0.18 - 0.23 0.00 0.21 0.23
3 0.17 0.20 - 0.65 0.56 0.12
4 017 0.23 0.25 - 0.60 0.22
5 0.19 0.19 0.25 0.25 - 0.26
6 0.17 0.12 0.24 0.26 0.30 -
Model 4
NBA
1 - 0.44 0.21 0.16 0.45 0.76
2 0.16 - 0.41 0.06 0.10 0.22
3 0.18 0.18 - 0.46 0.43 0.03
4 0.15 0.17 0.24 - 0.24 0.1
5 0.18 0.13 0.23 0.24 - 0.37
6 0.15 0.1 0.22 0.20 0.28 -

G
NELIEHNIANNNII AR TV N UGNITHUBIAN A WIUYNUINA ANTR R IR ALATANTIANAW WG

ANAUATUANG NI ANAMANRUEN ISR UENITNITMI NI AL ATRNH AR UAZUANFNTUNAN Tuanaliiiviule
AYHUANANMNALENITNIENINAAUATANALAsuENRA s Wiusazaduasanifludnauz snaiulunig
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ﬂi”mmmmimmuwuﬁLW@’L%’Lummm@faﬂ Tnelumafiflanusnzaniiafiarsnnane -2Logl uazan AIC
Lidhl idmaReusidesand AIC gnusuaaralfuReusestueaandmaumnniinesasss fuiu
Tawpad 1 @uﬂu‘lﬁmmwmmvmﬂumiﬂivmmmmmmwuﬁj‘luﬂivmmqmﬂmﬂmm‘lumqu

ANRUANS

fAduvavaUAN TUNAINGIAY NUANNRENHAIANER TN LAATLAUUUNIIMINETWUEE [Wans
ANNWIWIN9A191IN99ALTIRUTAUIUNTIN R TBTBLAINNIAITIARILIA ADUTINIAT NIULNILAY LAZNAFH
nrunadayuanunuazdeyanldlunisdne

LANA1ITAN9DY
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AneUNUELFYNNTNTIR @12 UFUL PR UgART anaenInduuINenar, neamne.
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