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HFDEMIARAT—VICHETHREBABICEAL T, BEVRORESHELVEGI/ S

A—55HWEL, SERDOMI/ 9 — 2 ADEE(CODVWTHELL. T—4 (3 GHitEERERTRE
HBRICLY 1989 F 1 N5 2006 F 7 AX CICERBSNICWEL LU 2 EFHN S DIRTE B, WU
[CBARIVR Y A U EFBRILEEZRIMFRITT 2MFIFR CThHh o7z, WERT—JEnkEk 6 815
30 BB THEL 2. F3 - NFERIPLEL TRIENEES 2RO LN, DBAHBELUS
WA (LK 2EE AR /NES A ot BIREEHEICE T 01955 0.35, 2 EICHENTO0.12H5
029 DEEICH o1z, 8 - PHES LUDBER (CL ZNFLEIE AT 5 (2, SRDZIEALK
NRBTH-7. FEIEGEHIRE AT 5 (C2(E, MEXRED 28D Legendre ZERX THATH 7=
hY, FELRY =V IEERICL > TER S Z EHAVRSNT.
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FER1ODOFHBRECEVWTAESNIEEBIE(,
D%tk 305 BE THREIE UT, 305 BEELHKT)
ZTHET HCOICHABSNS. 305 BIEBFFEERE
DIBELE L TERSN, HABICEWCEEHBICER
SNTW3, ifF, 305 BEEBOHEEE L TEHEF
A% (Schaeffer & Jamrozik 1996) AMREIMN, EED
FELY BMEBEASVC ENBESHER S GRS
5 2004). £7z, 305 BEE2NMRH Y (THRTE B Lix%En
SHE (SRR T %4E BET IV (Ptak & Schaeffer 1993)
MRESN, ZEOBHMEAL TETWS (Togashi 5
2004). ZREFEEEREBETIVICHBT 2R,
BEBIEDHREHAT LML EERT S &IC
LY, BBERICEEDDI/ Y —2EBEIENTES
BICHD. FTDD, FIRWIEENDIEE L Tzl
G —I(TEB LR ZERS SN TV S, Muirr 5
(2004) & & U Harder 5 (2006) (2, JhEl/ <y — > &g
736 MNHEFRIE DR (CEGHEENEET 5 Z L 47K
% L /z. Togashi & Lin (2003, 2006) (3, AZELEHIROF
REEGHICHET B 72O DFEEEBEREL. HT
FELUTINDO—ETIE, T TICEAFDMDIIFHMEC
B9 2 EEHEEE AR L TWLWE  (Kistemaker 2003).
5%, HDABICEWTEAAFOWIFE(CEYT 215189
DINEERTT B (ChHIcY, REBRREEZA VIS
HIENT 5 Z E(IHRTH .

BREBIEICEELREITREZEREL T, F3 E
R, DAE, Di%A, BRGNS NTWS.
NSDMROKESL, BLDOWIART—I(1CENT
£70% (Danell 1990) 728, ZNLDFE5D#HRFITHS
ZAENI RS, BREERSEICEL S/ —VER
7. DABICEWTH, EREIUNBREEGICLY, Z
ENFLEIE A SRR/ Y — U ERT C ENTRESN TV
% (BeAREXA 1976 ; WA S 1987) 1Y, 184 DI&TE B
BRICH T PIRBERDEEL T L LRSI, FK
a5 (2004) (3, EA DIRIBMHR EIRTE B 508k & DEhE
LZORREICT B ENERTHD & LT

Schaeffer & Dekkers (1994) ARZE L /-ZEE20)FRTE
BETIVE, BREMZDIERE L TFEIYT 28E5FHE
ETH B (Togashi 5 2004). CHOETIVICEWT, T8
O)R(CE TIEH 2 (B 7ETIV) ANEYITHRWEE,
WMESN 20BN TRYNEL, FRBFEMDEWRE
H1ET 9 % (Jamrozik & Schaeffer 1997 ; Pool 5 2000).
Pool 5 (2000) (3, ZELFEKREBETILASHESN
TOEBI/NRTA =Y EEWHART—VERBIEER
LI EZHESI S DRBRE BT L, YTETIV
ELTHBATREEEICDOWTIRS L 7=. Pereira (2002)
H LU Fujii & Suzuki (2006) (F, WIFNEHABDKRIL
294 VEDICH L TEERIRBRE BETIVICL 218E
BT A=Y DEETTo1h, ZEBETIVICLEHE

EigE
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REDHEB(EIT o TR,

KFRDOBEE, EBEBOWEXII2EDRIVRS
1 UENSEBONIAREBRERICOWVT, 1) FEER(T
TIREBZERICOWVWTRTET, 2) BEH/ O X—5 %
HEL, 3) SREBESLUERMICEET 20735755788
TEEODEMIOVWTIRITTEZ ETHS.

MEls L UFE

1. =%

AITCAWT =513, GOItBERERERERS
(C&Y 1989 F 1 AN 2006 E 7 B £ CICERINSY)
EBLU2EDRIVAY A VS ICEBT 2ZEDHKRED
28k, WS U ) BARRIVR Y A VEFHARILEES
BHERL-MFKRIRTHS. RE DR, HEBEK
N6 BM5 3B BETHHEBCHZHEDER . =5
(2, MEBREADIRE 45 BLA (ST, H D, Y
FLECH T 2 RIKIETEBHIDFLBEL 270 B L& (CHEET
LS, DEGBEHREICBEWT 2005 35 H B, 2
EICBWT 3 M5 50 h B Th B, XEHNBFESH
THIMFDIIFRDAEE L. Tz, FEREAD
TOAEAREAY 120 H AREOHFEE, /3R EBHILY D
SHEVEZLEAS 2 BELUT OAFF(CEET S sk (IR L 2.
T—%3, BREEDMNIART—V (L THBEISNT.
WMEZT—UL, WEE6BASBBETERT I
EL, 3068153355 B8NDRT—Y 11 £T30 BRBET
EELTZ HEMFDRFINB—MNILRT—T(C 218

TENLHEE, I BRORLEVRFEDAEIRA

HI-Y DTS 0 FF 1 & orn. REBITIERS
N 2@OT—51y MIDOWT, TOHEEEK1(C
AL DBEODITE, SEXRICETEE4%2DMIER
T—VERRBHEEAG L TETLE

2. RIFEEROEE

BIBEBRNMIEDESE S DIZEHRAT E2NEHS
MMITB70(1C, TNETNDBIART—I(CDWT, LU
TOHRFETINVICKY NZFAEDITEEIT oI,

Vigm=+HY i+ A+McAAM+MYi+b(Xs—t0) +ejm (1)
I,

Viikim - B m D&EBEE

[ N 5

HY; 58 - HIRE DIHR

A I DIRAE DMR

Me = DI%RA kK DZHR

AMjy: DB B & DA DMBEER

MY, 1 DIRER DIHR

b ROIFRER

Xs T UERT—Us(CHIFEFENE A%

tn HREFOHIER B

Cijkim - E‘;E@J%
TH3. %13, (s—1)X30+20 EEEL 2. HiAE,
WEICBWT 2 nAUTHESUICI3 HALLE, 2EIC
FWT3BHALUT, 468146 h BUTHSUIC4T 1 A
UEEZEnEFnR—Ag &A% L7z, Pander 5 (1992)
&, ETIWICHE - KREBUWRESHEH&ICLY, &

L7z, WAL, WINOWIART—I(ICEWTYH, MF EDEINBEICRVT B E&RLZ. LML, &
Table 1 Descriptions for full data sets of test day milk yields (kg)
Stage of Days in First lactation Second lactation
lactation milk N Mean  SD N Mean  SD
1 6-35 773,942 27 .1 5.6 577,412 35.5 7.3
2 36-65 794,884 28.8 5.7 590, 441 36.6 7.4
3 66-95 795,863 27.7 5.7 591,003 34.2 7.2
4 96-125 793,691 26.5 5.6 589,767 31.9 6.9
5 126-155 794,286 25.4 5.5 589,752 30.0 6.6
6 156-185 795,191 24.5 5.5 590,086 28.3 6.4
7 186-215 793,803 23.7 5.4 590,892 26.7 6.2
8 216-245 793,899 22.8 5.4 590,642 25.0 6.1
9 246-275 793,701 21.7 5.4 589,883 22.9 6.1
10 276-305 762,238 20.4 5.5 566,260 20.6 6.3
" 306-335 528,167 19.7 5.5 387,719 19.6 6.2
Total number of levels
Cows 849,349 630,978
Herds 6,746 6,499
Herd-Year of calving 93,408 90,174
BEZ£%R 79 (1) : 9-18, 2008 10



BEBEZEIC
RTIFBEPXR R DY DRFEE+5(CHIRT 5 B85,
BEIZ I —TEL TR - pirFzEdsbDE L.

AOMICAWRER(IRO THZ W), EH0R
MRETICERE TH > TH, RBOEH (IS &N
FHREN/. ZIT, SHRICHT RBAEHREK LUT,
RAEEBET) 2518 L, TOEELET S &L
REIL, 2 TOHREECTEEETIVICLEFAHFL,
HENREBWNETIVICK BFRFODE ()50
v3V) &, REETIVASDOMFEAFIEDOLEE L TE
LIEBIETH S, COEHIAREWVIEIE, ETINOEEH%
SERBAT 2R TH 2 EMIRTE 5.

LlEDAH7(Z(F, SAS (2003) @ GLM 7O ¥ v &7
BLT. StEE2RLVIE L0, ut+HY, DHREHI2
FICRIRE B 7z, HY (ST 5 RAfElS, ERRDAFEIC
> TEHEL -

3. EIRH/NS 4 —5 DHETE

BNZEATOBREST A, BEHRE L THE -
DIRE, DiRAE, SBEALLIVRDFEHREEETE
WE7 =<IETIVICLY DB DMEET o/ &
ICAWEBREETIVE, TAEAVWTUTOL) IR
ELTES.

y=Xb+Zu+e (2)

CITYREREDONY ML, b FEEHRONS b
by U (FFENEIEERIRDONRS ML, e [3FZREDNT |
W, XELVZ I5HETITHS. y DHBIL ZGZ'+R
ThY, G=AGH IV R=16TH 5 EREL 1=
T A [3HFMEZTTE), 0% (ZMBIEIEBEDEL 02 (FFRED
BMTH5.

52, WERT—IVBOBREREGRERET /20,
BEFIC2 DOMIART—IVEERT 5 2 BN EIEY
WLETLE 8PHART—YV(CDWT, BREMTE
EHOBZFETIVEIRE L. 2HEETILO—RKHNE
23, X @ ERBOFRNELRSE. 2720 y DABUCES
L TG=ARG H LUV R=IQR, TH3 ERELT.
Z T, Q4 Kronecker ¥, GoH LU Ry (FZFNFHIERE
BLUBRERHBITITH 5.

IVEL—YDERRBENRREICLY, TRTDEL
SERWOETTEE T A o/, WA IS, BhFLR
TUICHLT, BEEARICOVWTDECESL 10A
BEx, 2WEMTICOVWTHRIE S HRERISET 5 £ TH
HESLZEMEBITBEL, TNODFEEICTEENLBE
EECT Ty NEERL TOFICER L. 2HES
HICBWT TRy M3, RAEEEESA T

WIFNDOAITICENTE, EE D DEENS 3K
FCH oMk EREFER L7z, DED DHERE(C(S,
AIREMLF90 70 'S 4 (Misztal & 2002) %fEM L 7=
IRKEED Al TTAEFB L T, EBEELS VISEEIBE
(CX9 2 ZBERZEHETE L 72 (Druet 5 2003).

[
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4. WEFLERIROER

RIBMR(CHT 2REMEARIEEE (BLUE) &, &
B DHEICBWETIVICEHERENA LERE
TZRIVETIVICL YR L. TOMFICE, R1(C
RLIET—9€vy bELUHRKRT 3 E TH#l - 7k
SEREFEAR L. 2EttE, ErfOBEBESINSE
BEEA L.

HEWIRT— s [THES 4D BE, NHAE,
MRBER T L T, B85/ BLUE EBHRDORIDE!
RIRICEET 2 BLUE E DIREESTRE L, —BLMBEE.
DERFEH(IC/T B8 (F, BLUEFDHDE LT ELR
T DETICH ) OB ET RSS2 &(CLY,
BERDBBHR (T T 2 NI EBRER S Z ENTE
5. BROBILDIBE X (CHEVWTERINRFRTH
LA, 10FEORRZFFEEHREINTNL TEIOH
7=. A L7285k, 1%H) 5 5XF TD Legendre %18
X ENFN LI AL L E88F), LI AL L4 ITEFNTFN
Wilmink (1987) M8 exp (—0.05%) #M0A 1=%1ER (%
NENLIW NS L4W £889), Ali & Schaeffer (1987)
DRI (AS £88F) ThHB. Legendre ZIER (T, &1%
BICY2 2% CEEIEEZ 1 (TRhbLYR) ELEHD
(Gengler 5 1999) %=fEfA L fc. kR®D Legendre 2B
L, EEBEESOHDEAH1BED/ S X—5 525 TEEK
THhHY, I BH6BHS3BBETOEBEEEREL
oo FREICE, BLRDOKEANSHEINMNT Z2ELDIFE
TIWEFRAL, BESNCRERKRICIYSTEZTYD
REE®KRSTL

BREMEBIEDRAICLELR /D XA — I ERTT 51
O, ZREBETIVASBIELREDBETINIC 4 RD Leg-
endre 2185 (L4) @A L THHEEIE (Kirkpatrick 5
1990) ZHE L /2. COHLEEHRI, BEELQIFETIV
[CHEWTHIEEEHRIC 4B E LS TEOHIETIV
Mo DEGHDEMD ERBNICEF L (Meyer & Hill
1997) TH 5. (FLHIZ, Meyer 5 (1989) (T 5L, B
HELTH SHE S NIABNS, BLUSHEET IV
DOHE SNBEMREN S, BIEE L URERSEIT
NENEFNG BLUR ET2) 2RI EESHN
7= Gy (RIEERFFS T M > 72728, ‘bending’ ;% (Hayes
EHill1981) (T&Y, G OBEENTNTEERS LD
[CRZAVWTIEBIEL/. BERDG (IXHL, &XAT—
S DFNIBEICEBLET S L4BEROAL S L ESOT

0 ZAVTHIHBEREZSRE L 2. APHELROE
Bd, WABEBMNS53BBETELL. DIF 11X5
DITINTHBL, TDO—EZLUTITRT.
1.000 —1.585 1.690 —1.434  0.904
1.000 —1.269 0.682  0.307 —1.133
o= : : : :
1.000  1.268 0.652 —0.347 —1.157
1.000 1574 1.652  1.358  0.787
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HEAHEIBO#EE C L, UToXN 58512 (Tijani
5 1999).

C=(@0) '0'GO(® D)’

B%(1C, CICEAT2EBBEEBENY MVESTE LA,
NEEFIDTERBTEEEEMTHD (Meyer
& Kirkpatrick 2005). SEBHEBEDFEEXRHELUVEENY
MLVDEAHMNS, ZOHESEEHTL THFSOREL
Legendre ZIEA DRI AEHAE L 7=

& ES

1. RIFERORE

BWHART—VICBE T 2REBHAEICOVWT, BLD
BEZRICHT S RAEEBNERELTE2 (TR
ETIWICEDIENRIE, BEAENBSEICBEETHHT:
(P<0.0D). ETIVEKAERBAT 68N, MEICHNT
43% M5 52%, 2FEEICHEWT 41% h5 57% DEE(C
botz. INLORRIE, FABICHFEIHRSE (Auran
1973 ; Danell 1982 ; Meyer & 1989 ; Pander & 1992) @
HLEACHo/. WITNDERICDOWTH, HBEES &
USHFLEBEICHE VT, EFIVTHATEZEHHVNE
ANV

ROEBERPL-EREFE - HpETHY, TD
RABRIER LV 2EICEWTEFNTNI S 1D 44%,
30% H'5 49% DEEI(CH 7=, DMHERDRLIFHREK
(XT3 RAMEIRARE <, ZOBHCEIFEMIENR
HanEnERM L. FAUADEREF, LWTFADXR

T—IICEWTE/NESBEELAHRBAL Bh o2, D
B ENBAICHNT D RAMEE, MEADE—2(CHBET
ZRT—V2HBLVBICEBVWTHRLEL, TDORIE[D
L7z. Auran (1973) DIRE RIS, DiEAE & D18 A
DBEERICLEEEINEN oz, CNEEDYITT
(FDEA ENBFEDOHBEMEREEZR LAY, NHRADH
RENEYERENERBAL 2.

2. EEH/NS X —5 DT

BWERT—VDREBIEICEHET 280NN L8
EEOHEBER I TR 2. BLERET(EDIZEESE
(F, WFNB 0.001 KiETH 7. BIZERE, FEICEWV
TO0.193 /75 0.345, 2 FE(CH VT 0115 A5 0.285 DL
EilhlY, WINDRT—IICEWTE 2EICEWNT—
B L URWMENHESINSZ. DEADEERN S, 2E
LB BEEENKRTIS, EEDEDIBKICEET 5 C
ENRB SN, WETNOERICEWTSYH, BN
MREERICBWTRHIELS, ATV TH59FhafxT
BHOL, ZOREED LI —ATREAEIEL, BEEHD
MEERMOMRBERT Z ENROONT. BREL
T, BB RRKELIIERENBDRNE LB RT—
VICBWT, BRI RKNEL T

BWERAT =V (ICHT 216TE BEEEDEEG 5 T
KAEMBBEOMTE[EE, WEHLVU2EICAL TERIBEL
UES ([CENZFIRL 2. BIGEEREEEE Y 5124
BEEL, VESIU2EICKHLTENFN0.030 K5
LU 0.035KE T o7 EEMBELD S UICKEME
F, TNTEDETH-7-. BIzHEEE, BEET IR

Table 2 Partial A2 values (%) due to each effect in least squares analyses

Stage of lactation®

Lactation  Source® 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
First model 43.08 46.72 50.25 51.41 51.58 51.26 50.83 50.30 49.38 47.25 48.30
HY 31.62 39.84 42.08 43.08 42.98 42.32 41.35 40.31 38.71 36.51 38.32
A 1.62 1.86 1.57 1.20 0.96 0.77 0.63 0.54 0.46 0.38 0.32
AM 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
M 0.37 0.80 0.99 0.88 0.77 0.71 0.71 0.76 0.77 0.70 0.63
MY 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.06
b 6.49 0.08 0.38 0.28 0.19 0.18 0.16 0.21 0.41 0.16 0.07
Second model 49.00 55.02 56.91 56.00 54.25 52.10 49.93 47.60 45.02 41.88 44.35
HY 40.13 47.81 48.58 47.86 45.99 43.70 41.00 37.87 34.05 30.88 34.44
A 1.46 1.85 1.73 1.40 1.18 1.01 0.92 0.85 0.82 0.78 0.60
AM 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
M 1.10 1.97 2.18 1.88 1.56 1.30 1.02 0.87 0.87 1.00 1.06
MY 0.12 0.12 0.10 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.07
b 4.39 0.49 0.82 0.59 0.49 0.47 0.49 0.62 0.97 0.31 0.14

® See Table 1. ® model

: total model, HY : herd-year of calving, A :

age of calving, AM : age-month of calving, M :

month of calving, MY : month-year of calving, b : partial regression coefficient.
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Table 3 Estimated additive genetic and residual variances and hetitabilities

for test day milk yields

First lactation

Second lactation

Stage of

lactation® o2 @2 e @2 2 e
1 4.08 17.04 0.193 3.79 29.22 0.115
2 5.33 15.41 0.257 4.80 25.49 0.158
3 5.61 13.87 0.288 5.73 22.01 0.206
4 5.61 12.91 0.303 5.82 20.34 0.222
5 5.81 12.21 0.322 6.30 19.29 0.246
6 5.77 12.11 0.323 6.16 18.75 0.247
7 6.07 11.68 0.342 7.04 17.68 0.285
8 6.00 11.56 0.342 7.04 17.89 0.282
9 6.16 11.69 0.345 7.15 18.90 0.275
10 5.77 13.32 0.302 7.37 21.58 0.255
11 5.32 14.44 0.269 6.59 21.89 0.231

2 See Table 1.

0% : additive genetic variances ; a3 :

residual variances ; A% : heritabilities.

Table 4 Estimated genetic and phenotypic correlations for test day milk yields in first lactation

Stage of lactation®

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

1 0.96 0.88 0.85 0.82 0.78 0.76 0.75 0.70 0.67 0.66
2 0.65 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.90 0.88 0.85 0.84 0.81 0.77
3 0.56 0.72 0.99 0.98 0.96 0.94 0.93 0.91 0.87 0.82
4 0.51 0.66 0.73 1.00 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.95 0.92 0.88
5 0.48 0.62 0.69 0.74 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.96 0.94 0.91
6 0.45 0.58 0.65 0.70 0.75 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.94 0.91
7 0.43 0.55 0.62 0.66 0.71 0.76 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.94
8 0.41 0.53 0.59 0.64 0.67 0.72 0.77 1.00 0.98 0.96
9 0.38 0.49 0.55 0.59 0.63 0.67 0.71 0.77 0.99 0.98
10 0.33 0.44 0.48 0.53 0.56 0.60 0.64 0.70 0.76 0.99
11 0.29 0.38 0.43 0.46 0.50 0.53 0.58 0.62 0.68 0.77

2 See Table 1.

above diagonal : genetic correlations ; below diagonal : phenotypic correlations.

F=IURBICEWTEEREL(FEF1ITHY, AT—IN
BEND(CDONTEL R B 2 ENRBOLNZ. ZDRLDD
FREER, 2EICBVLWTLYBEETH /.. RT—V1 &

DR T— 2 EDERBE I RN o /. ROBE
NICRT—D 11 EDEGHBEE, MELBLU2EICH
WTENZTN 066 5LV 037 Thole. REMBEIL,
BIEEELYBRWNMENEE SN/, RT—TVDIEREER
RABRIDET & DBhE(, BB SEBLIL /oBm &R
L.

WESNTEBEGR/ DX =%, BNEICEWTEZE
BET )L (Meyer 5 1989 ; Pander 5 1992 ; Pool & 2000)

BEZ4&R 79 (1) : 9-18, 2008

13

B LUZEERIZET IV (Druet 5 2003 ; De Roots 5 2004)
ERWEAMICLZNBEOEBICH /. DAET
FWEFCHL, EE2EORKREBETIVLAS DEGE
(Fujii & Suzuki 2006) 725 UNTE{EABES (Togashi & Lin
2006) (CRET 2EEN' DY, DIRE 300 BE TORBRIC
LT WINLAHREBFEDENHESINT LS.
LA L7AAS, Fuji & Suzuki (2006) (3, H4k% 300 B
LRBEICEVWTERYEN LR EE5TREL, KR
LIIRT BEOERS L TUL 5.

3. AFLERIRODER

%6 (23, SREDROHTEITIER DN EFFEIEK
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Table 5 Estimated genetic and phenotypic correlations for test day milk yields in second lactation

Stage of lactation®

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

1 0.93 0.86 0.78 0.69 0.69 0.63 0.57 0.45 0.39 0.37
2 0.62 0.98 0.94 0.87 0.84 0.78 0.72 0.61 0.53 0.51
3 0.52 0.68 0.99 0.95 0.92 0.87 0.84 0.74 0.69 0.63
4 0.46 0.61 0.70 0.98 0.97 0.94 0.89 0.83 0.74 0.71
5 0.42 0.56 0.64 0.72 1.00 0.98 0.96 0.91 0.84 0.81
6 0.38 0.52 0.60 0.67 0.74 0.99 0.98 0.95 0.89 0.86
7 0.35 0.47 0.55 0.62 0.69 0.76 0.99 0.96 0.91 0.88
8 0.31 0.43 0.50 0.57 0.64 0.71 0.77 0.99 0.97 0.93
9 0.27 0.37 0.44 0.51 0.58 0.64 0.71 0.79 0.98 0.96
10 0.21 0.30 0.36 0.42 0.48 0.54 0.61 0.69 0.79 0.99
11 0.18 0.25 0.31 0.36 0.42 0.47 0.54 0.60 0.69 0.81

¥ See Table 1.

above diagonal : genetic correlations ; below diagonal : phenotypic correlations.

Table 6 Coefficients of determination® for ten regression models fitted to the constant estimats

for fixed effects?

First lactation

Second lactation

Number of
parameters ¢ nction® @ HY A MY u HY A MY
2 L1 95.5 89.2 98.7  67.1 98.6 76.8 97.8  59.3
3 L1w 9.4 922 98.8 76.4 9.5 79.5 98.0 72.8
L2 971  92.7 98.9  88.7 98.8 83.7 98.2  88.2
4 Low 9.5 942 99.9  91.4 99.7  89.1  99.7  91.1
L3 98.1 94.4  99.4  91.7 99.2  93.1 98.7 91.6
5 L3W 99.7 957 99.9  95.3 99.7 946 99.9  94.6
L4 98.9 957 99.8  97.0 99.4 948 99.9  96.9
AS 99.9 955 99.9  93.9 99.8 941 99.8  93.4
6 L4w 99.9  96.6 99.9  97.5 99.9 957 99.9  97.8
L5 99.8  96.7 99.9  97.5 99.9 957 99.9  97.5

® Showed as percentage (%).
MY : month-year of calving.

® : general mean ; HY : herd-year of calving ; A : age of calving ;
9 Ln :n-th order Legendre polynomials ; LnW : n-th order Legendre

polynomials with exp (—0.05¢) where ¢ is days in milk ; AS : Ali and Schaeffer function.

ZETROIIBEDRERE (%) ZRLIL. WInD
ERICBEWTSH, 43 - HRFEE LUNIRFEADRDIE
Ba+2(T5RAT 572D, ZLD/IRIA—FHDE
Tholc. INSDMREURL T, 26 FHEL0H
BABDHREE, KYDPRVWRTA =G THNTET
FEYZERLI $005, SNGRAEIICE T 2T
HRD/RG — U [CRREBBEENS VN ENHRINT

2fFEREMRICEBL T, BT 2REHICER
<, 2ECBVWTRERBAMET I H1EQICH T2,

SO LR, MABROIRGE, BLERTH>THE
RIEICRB BT EERELTVWE, HEEBDOFRIL
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Table 7 Eigenvalues and eigenvectors of covariance functions using 4th-order Legendre polynomials for additive
genetic covariance matrices estimated from multiple trait analyses

First lactation

Second lactation

Eigenvalues®

5.302 0.340 0.084 0.034 0.013 5.633 0.800 0.140 0.060 0.038
(91.9) 5.9 (1.5) 0.6) 0.2 (84.4) (12.0) @.1 0.9 0.6)
Eigenvectors
0.995 0.046 —0.078 0.017  —0.028 0.987 0.111 —0.113 0.013 —0.019
0.058 —0.984 0.164 —0.027 —0.008 0.110  —0.991 0.000 0.071 0.003
0.075 0.166 0.944 —0.215 0.172 0.115  —0.007 0.936 —0.285 0.172
—0.013 0.035 0.259 0.507  —0.821 —0.012 —0.060 —0.333 —0.844 0.416
0.009 —0.012 0.092 0.834 0.544 0.004 0.035  —0.028 0.448 0.893
@ Proportions (%) are in parentheses.
TNARELV 2 XROEFRFENZEFTS L. N5 SUNBBEDRT A IV T4V 3 VEDBBRNET IV

DFERF, WTHNOEXICOWTLBERMMBOHELS LUV
L8 EHRAT 5720(C(F, DA< & 2.RD Legendre
ZEANWBETHSE ZEERL TWS. PIEFICET S
Bk DIRE (T Kirkpatrick 5 (1994), Pool 5 (2000), Fuiji
& Suzuki (2006), Togashi & Lin (2006) (CR5H45.
E1ERDDEEEE, VENDS 2ECHTTHRTIZ B
DLIDITHL, F2EMHICEL THRE%BHOL 7L
—ATEANZ MVDEICIEREOEANTEA EE
Mol EnS, ERICL > TEEMOWMILEIRICES T
LZHENRL L ENTRBENT.

z =

TRTE BEREREBBIRICIT L TR YR LAIE SN Z 1Y,
WELRAT — Y DETITHE - THFEHBE L UDEHNEILT S
ZENS, BRERET—2 (longitudinal data) & L TR
bnd. —#%(C, longitudinal data (CE89 2 #ksT0HT %
BYTT D (T, BRECEHET 2NN ERICDN
T, TOEEZSEOBH (T4abb0RE) ELTET
WICEDS Z ENHRENS (Mrode 2005). LAL7&
Ne, ILBETEBSNIKXRRLRE BRERICDOW
T, BLORBEZEROEZZEEAE L WS, 2
ERICBIT2EEHN/ ST A—FDHERIIFTLEALTHN
Tl ot AFRTHAS M ER BRI, KREB
2. &% longitudinal data & AT, TRHOHLERE
FRESLUVEEQRBEBETIVICL 2D ERETT
LIS, BEBFTETIVOBELT) 2ODERNR
BRICR D EEZAONS.

AHRTE, TRTOBART—I (L THBOE
TIWVEER LA, HRBRICEVWTHRENBNEE(C
RECHESINL (R2, 3). CORBRIE, D2 DR
EE—2 L7 (Danell 1982 ; Meyer & 1989 ; Rekaya &
1999 ; &5 5 2004). NI, BEBEEDAHBRERDMNEL
(R EET ZER, THDOLABRBERDOREIRED
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[CTEFEFNHWT &L D (Rekaya 5 1999). AELREAIC
BVWTERENBHDBINERSNICREAE L T, AR
TIRIER (HDEWVEER) (CLZDIEDRVEEEL
TWRWI ENEA LGNS, —MKIC, ITIROETICHES
TBIAEBRFDT S (Druet S 2003). IR, dbBETE
HTRTEDBRICEMFDOZIFIERZERL TV 5 (E
EANLBERERERERS 20000 ZEhs, SBEFN
SDIEHRETA L, TIRF/-(IRIEEBREINKREBEE(C
RETEEOWTCHET I2LEHLND S.

KBREBIEICHEAREFTELREEZREL T, VT
NOERITH L THHE - DiRE, DiRAE, 2BREA
HARBENT R2). DRAE ENHRA DBEIER (L,
HIENREEFLAGRIALAWVW ENPSHELD S/ F
25 (2000) (3, 305 BEEICHWT, ZOMELERNTE
HTEE5REL BWIARAT VoIS (LK
L, DR ENEANEFEFRIIIICERIAREITHE
T5720, TORBESICEIMEEAE L TRMRT S 3
BIN5.

HBOBEBERSIV— 72T 2 ZZEDFLabAR (1,
B4 DERICERE L 7ODFLHBENENBITE 5. AR
Tld, TNENDOERICEWT, il /23 DDIREE
ANEEDFBROTRI(CHFE S 5 LRI N/. &
e BB Tt 2oL FLEBARR (CI ORISR EREEA R W
ZENHRIN, Wilmink (1987) OBEE—FL7Z. H
WER DEIKEICKT ZMFLEIRDEREAICE K D/
A=W BTH-2Z &, LBEICEVTHREE
(C&YDFLEIRN — M AR IR EEREHA 1976 ;
WAS 1987) ZREEL TW5 EHEINS. DBER L
BIFRIC, 3% - DIRF (0T 2AFLEBIR MR E
RLZZEnS, BMEART—IICHT2EBBELAN
WEFBHICL>TRELELRD EZEZ SN S.

BER IV —TI2(d, 43 - HBEODREZRL 7.
Meyer & (1989) & &L Pander 5 (1992) (3, BIhFELR
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T—UICH L THHE - REBOWREEDHD 2 &ICE

Y, BRESBHIBEICELTEIEERLI. AHET
FRLASMART—VICETEZT—2(1CDO0WT, 4
B -oEDHIZY OFHRFEIPEICE LT 10, 2 E
[CBEWT 72 TFE>TWa. LYBHEBRREIIN—T%
BRET S L, BIRRDHIZY ODBENERTET, 98
A DHEEEITRY NEL Bo78eMEN D 5 (Meyer 5
1989). CDIBEA S, HBTE BRERICHT 248 - BED
DIRIL, WEART—I TEDNITICED S Z & I(LEY)
T3V, LAL, BEBETIVCEWTIILEE - BT
BHiY —FEDBENERTEE NS, TLAZEE
TEHEZENEX LV, ABFOEEGEHEICKREBET IV
EHRALTVWREOKRED L, BMEETIVOPICREES
W—TOBENREL THE - REBZ VS REHEL
TEHTWE., ZONRIZ, TORTED (THEIL SN
FICHL T, YEBIHFBEOFERNRBEDREHPT S
HLDTHZD, BEEDPIART—YDEVEEEBL T
WAL, DAICHE - BEBDOWMRIE, BFBDIARE
LNIVEERBAT 5 C & (30]JgETH B Y, FEICERDW
FLEIR/ Y — U ERBAT A Z LI TERWL. 5[, b
W ETIIARE B b1 Y DIEFLEBEN D7 WVINRIR S 43
L ZHEEL, ANhORENRET SISV, 2
NoOBRBERIREY 57280, 3 - REBEZEENRE
L, ESCELDOHEEH - NIRFEICQIFEERT S &N
BEINTWS (De Roots 5 2004 ; Strabel 5 2005).
De Roots 5 (2004) (&, ZE20QFRETIVICFEET E Db
AR EEOTWIHE(L, FEHDR EEBHRIITME
L, BREL TEBRHEMBREESNSE 2 EERL
oo RIFRTHOMNER 2L IS, DABICET 54
HEBOWI/ XY=V SEHENDOZHETDHEH, BE
BETINICEWTHHHMRESRODFEEL TEDS
WEBNH S. Fujii & Suzuki (2006) (3, HFLREBITES
AN ERTERBERS LN, ZO0—RHEL THE
HIREZER L AN 22l ENBIFoND. BRTERS
NBREBREISTHL, ITNSDHRESUKREBET
WEBRALERSFEFIEAERV. 5%, DHABDILF
EFCH L CEYEREBETINERET 5720213,
BEI N —TDHREED L) [THBETIVICED
[CDOWTHRETT 2L EN D 5.

AIFR(CH VTR SN/IEER, EEBREL S UIC
FUMEL, EXRICLZEENBREIN. EHEEEHK
(T 2EMND EBEBNT bV S, BEMOMNILEBIR
ELT, ERICEBFEGRCRIETSE 2)RD Legendre Z1§
AHNWMBETH S EHURE SN, Kirkpatrick 5 (1994)
B LU Togashi & Lin (2006) AVRL7z& 9 (S, HAEES
BOENBLUE2 TSN ETNENZEADREBEIED
S ODEFRMEDOBGHEEICEEL TW5. HEHNS
2EICHGTTE2ERDDEEEIEINLI GRT) C&
"o, BREMHKOTIRE 2EICEWT, LYLHKTH
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F3EETOREBREERERESE L GEEGI/ D
A=Y DHREIT/2h, BERXRICHT % LHE ML
FLAEThNTULRWN. SR, BREXEZREL
L TERL-ZEQRBREBETIVCEL TR 54
ENdb 5.

E [z

RIE Btid L UMRIBROFABICHIZY, GDILE
EREREREBRLCS VI GO BARRIVRS A VE
FHRIBEX/IICE, ZRLEREERT. B8,
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Investigation of genetic and environmental factors for test day milk
yields on each stage of lactation for holstein cattle in Hokkaido
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The objectives of this paper were to estimate the influence of environmental factors and genetic para-
meters on test day milk yields on each stage of lactation and to investigate the contribution of these effects
to pattern of lactation curve for dairy cattle in Hokkaido. Data included 8,419,665 and 6,253,857 test day re-
cords from 849,349 and 630,978 Holstein cows calving between 1989 and 2006 collected by Hokkaido Dairy
Milk Recording and Testing Association for first and second lactation, respectively. The pedigree information
was provided by Holstein Cattle Association, Hokkaido Branch. Stages of lactation were defined at 30 days
intervals from 6 day in milk. Herd-year of calving accounted for 30 to 49 percent of total sum of squares.
However, age of calving and month-year of calving explained a relatively small variation. Heritability esti-
mates ranged from 0.19 to 0.35 and 0.12 to 0.29 for first and second lactation, respectively. Lactation curves
nested within herd-year and year-month of calving needed higher order polynomials. Eigenvalues and eigen-
vectors for additive genetic covariance functions showed that second order Legendre polynomials were
enough to account for describing variability for additive genetic curve in each lactation but pattern of the
curve differed by parity.
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