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Abstract

Although a few studies have used quantitative genetics to prove the genetic basis of cooperative
breeding, there is still a lack of studies trying to disentangle the effects of components of coopera-
tive behavior. This paper briefly summarizes the present situation and problems of quantitative
genetic study in cooperative reproduction, and provides a possible direction for using quantitative
genetic methods to estimate genetic and non-genetic components of genetic variance under a frame-
work of inclusive inheritance.
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1. 518

#rF %3 (cooperative breeding) 2 i B r MATRF 1 H S 1 SEFE ML 2 10 25 3 By HoAh R A AT JA AR
MR HARBIR 1] X IR ZMAAAE TV 2R, W TR, 2 BACER R HE 2 M b
[2]; AeatEE R, Gnigd. g, FiEE; MR R ARNRESE; DRTP IS EEEI RN, 4
SR EIRIE 9% [1], ACRMERIATUESS . Hul#e, eSS, WA EFRHEEEGAET R
H. RK BN H R R . S1E A R RS h R &6 77 Nt B 2R, B
U TEE AR PRI HOE R EEE

X AMAT S| T VFZAT R A A 22 UE 3 I OR0E, PR T REM L, RR TEEMN
Big. EERZEAMETET S 1F BREAEN LN, BB BT SR NIER SR, BRI KR 2
FITGR R EEEHE G121 EBAEAEHLHI[3] [4]. FHEE S EIEX — IR G MIEENLH, K
AR T EATERA LR 5 1 2 IE AL [5]

RORSCAED AR P BE:  “ARFIABE AR, MEATRUEAEE. 7 R EIEAT N EFER
iR, WA CWB A MR RIAEEZE S, XM 2 5 RIE & B RN R O H T DAREs (L [6]. PRIRIAE 572
AL OE T HAEEFR AR R T REAL AT I RGE L [7] [8] [9]. AU L AHEZE TR A ARSI AT Y,
R FRATRE NS B IE B . PRS2 SR — AT N AIRE 0, AT 5 73 B SL Rt A i 7 R 4E 5 HLA o

2. BEIRMRE SRR

Feg g g — N 7 SR A MBS 2 AR MR AL 1) 2R, e E Gt XL 2
% Fisher. EEEE2: 5 Wright A% E A F 24 5 MR AL % 58 Haldane 2958 7 BLR LA, RKIEZEZSTD
SZHTEFENLE, —IFaE T RS 558 L 28 7R S AR RS K R E e, Rt
W12 Ris 5 TAEYE MBI it . (FOEREEHARE AN TR LR, FRENE
A I AR 22 00 B0 A R BT A T A B S ) — 2 ] R

2.1 HEBREFHEXES

2.1.1. iB’f5F3(Heritability)

—ANEEAA P BT E A SR DR (o PR SRS R T ) SR I A e AR AR e BT B . BRI R Y
A% 5% (phenotypic variance, Vp) ] Lo i A% 77 25 (genetic variance, V) F1335 75 2 (environmental variance,
Ve), | i#if% 73(broad sense heritability, H*) & fRidid S5 R 445 N —RIFAE R ELE], B H = ViVe.
Ve B BEZ iR Ntk 1 4% 77 2 (additive genetic variance, Va), fE1%i84% 75 % (dominance genetic variance, Vp)#il
AL 7 % (epistatic genetic variance, V). 7ESEPRIGHLHT Vp F1 V) BB/ ARAMETHSE H H 5 EUAR DN, BIGR}
FHRAEAE TR IMNEBAL AL 5 VA FE S IR AR 53 Vi R /N EL R, BB SLa8tA% /) (narrow sense heritability
h): b =ValVpo A% SRR T — MR ATHERAE IRERE, ERATRERE it — MR LIE .
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2.1.2. EE J1(Repeatability)
R AMA ) R AUEE 2 EE N EN, EENEENHNERREGEZEL ), N THEE)
RIS A A
Ve +Veg Va+Vbo+Vi+Veg
- Vp - Ve

Veg 7K AFREE 208 (permanent environmental effect), A& FRIE 508 Hh B H-EL 28 7k A g ma A4 R BUE
Py WA EY, 85 ARKTESE S, FIES /jnf DIEEREE /I —4 FRRME.

2.1.3. 1#fEHH3% (Genetic correlation)

RAVTT ZE ] o AL J7 22 ST 22, [FIRE IR AL O 2 W] oy stk U 7 2 S s U7 %, Horb
TP 8 AL i 7 22 BT o 0 L B MR TR R B AR A DG . FE B Ah sz, AT DLUIE b 383 4% A G P P IR R ] 4255
FVEREAT R R . I T RBAL AR SC R] DA R — AR )2 ] L. 4510 Brooks £ N\ B 5t A BRI
LA TR 51 )5 H g AEAE — DAL A OC, Bk 1 PRk A B SR SR P R 5 AU [10] .

2.2, BEEAHRNHESEIYER

BE TR ITEA 28, B3R EEE. RRIMAEGE . IRE K R RESE, MahBEaH
WAL I RIS DL RS TR, (HR DR N K . SRR B R 2 FTE S & R i 4
AL AT DL R R S PSR G R R, BB RV BB R AHAMEMAZELE, RN ek
PUAS B AN 2 AR B, T L S HOE N UERR[11], BRIk Q) 2 1S F 78 B A2 R e i BE AL A 25 22 0T
Fere LRI DUS AT SRR (R ASReml A1 VCE, AT LLEIT R 155 W AEH MCMCglmm Al
ASReml-R FEFHRIZAT . BNPIREAUE FH ) 5L BRI M5 R ALLSR I (restricted maximum likelihood, REML)
AT DL I3 B s 1) ) R T oAk 52 4R I% 7 (Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC). B 595 %A 1045, REML
FRIBATHE LR, MCMC JjikH E s B K, HFHEEESENER . SRAME ST
R, EEEH REML B 47, (HY4RAE N HUE SRR, MCMC 4 5 4 1R I [12].

EsrCafGr 2t i KRR NEEE, FIHBEBE S T V2 BRI TR BN S
B, A D SR SR AR AT A BB 22 9T . 9 W7 X6 7 A5 (Sialia mexicana) B A= e o
B ENAT A R84 7108 0.76,  TTIHE 52 35 B A58 4% 710 0.32,  [RIE PR AN MR A 6 5 e 1 38t
FEAAC[13] —TUX A 1E B AE AR (Canis rufus) iR i (7E AN RE - R 35 B 16 S U 2 4 i 7 i ILAE
HEMEF IR — MR EHIE T 1 MEHE J1[14]. XJ %5 /R 3% (Acrocephalus sechellensis) I 7 41, $RZHTIH
Wi A 0.17 BIEfL 77, X AT BRI M4 15 RO B R EE[15] . [ Y I AR S R AR
AR, TR AR 518 FH BB SRR T B R R — AN R A T AR e I AR R, i L B A 00 35
R Z, IEAH S 7o e/, 9l Wang & Lu X th 111 42 (Pseudopodoces humilis)F A 1E B AT A st
FEH13047 75, 150 T HFBIAT ONRIEAL J108 0.47 [16]. IXUERF RN, AF T SR 42k
28] [ 2 S AN TR A AN AR 24 110 A RIS 28 (0 A T e 98, 1o ELYE — e FE R B L 1 Sl
DA LB A B PR G DU S R T RE TG, W SRR S 5@ & 5 A MR A G, T B i & 1F
BIEAT ATEREE T R 7 1] o 8345 A (1 A7 76t 2 G 30 U R 0 1Y) 5% 20 08 R B U A — A 0 RT3
3. I iRRERTHEEHE

g, MR L E T RS M b ER, CEAFE R TP tt247 I,
B4 7E K W (Solenopsis invicta) A, FUERT 2 BERE A 2 8] 1) X BT 2 B T B AN 2L K] GP-9 IS
KA [17]: m AR A % (Apis mellifera capensis) FH H 8145 PICHE = 1 (thelytoky) BE /7 1) B A T A i
LOC409096 (1)L [Kl_E— ANz A A% EF R 22 25 ME(SNP) S B0 [18] . XoF 78 WA A AT 1 1Ly 42 (X BIF 9 th 2 BA 35 1)y

R
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i ) 22 5 A W8 A% 1) o EL AT BORIBR 22 IR 318 R W B AL AR A AN (R T 30 A% £ SRl J DA A B AR 45 J
Ao BEMBRH 1) OB AR RE[19]: 1845 B AMCE S AL, M2 215 UK DNA FP81 LM 3
R R B 2 e AR R A [20] [21] [22]0 oAb ig—SeH U AR R AL RN SRARIN . A2 (B 2
o) ZE AR RIS (R 22) 188 4% o RWLIBAL RONLAE A A F SR RO F A R E S, TSR AR OB 451 BB A
5 2R RE A BRSO (0 K0S B 7 70 A 8 48 DL K% S (46 TR ot 14 J #[23] [24]

FEAVESIASEAT N SGs AL, SO ERE YAt 22720, 2+ EEREL 2 [25] AT MR 2 2
WSCACRGEAK, D R AR %A 1) ATLE A2 2] 2045 2) AR B A 58 AT A3 R
PRAT LA SEZ M2 3]s 3) B RS KK FRIKIN (A (645 7] AR SRR M2 25 4) MBI RE IS ML 4L
o Ad RIFAER IR IS I [19] o I8 1D ARG KR LI A8 O BIT ST BRATT AT DAHENI S AAE S VR BB AR T 3
B 2 T8 DA SR GO R MM, W FE R E AT 25 8 1R T 2 3t e i R AL R phe s 1, T ey
MR B AR [26], I SCAUAR T REAE R I R AR

4. ERAYEREFERARIEEEIRE

PR S84 AN AR TR R A AT AT AH LI 2R 0 L2 2 IR [27] [28] B30 2 il — I500) R85 A A T 7 v A e
PR A ) 2 W AL K, T RE BT IR AL 73291, AR SRS e ds IR e rh X — e R A T i
TER BT AR ) 2 52 35 R B PEERIC B2 1 [30] . RS AR AL 2 T VAR FU A A BT, IR RE
o 3 PR A% S ARBE R UM X 70 T, R S BOS A B BT MR8 A% 5 w22 . — Pl RER
TE LR SR R AEAE SRS Tz 18], iR SO REL. SRS AR OL T, SR B AL
Wik R R EE S XA E B S YIRBI [F R 1 ol T8 AN SO B A% 1T 51 (A8 7 M0 S B Tk S
T3 SRIRZE3L]. WAl T SO B S R AR AL T AOFE T ? B o) S 2 RS AR A AR R A 2 X P iR
RS PH IR B A A o AT A 3k BRI FU VR T AR BT TR A E 08 5 P S 0 PR A 2 8 £ Foxt T30
AL T A R AR G S 50, SRR A T 1A S R RAEAT g AL TR IR I[32] .

I B 1 B B AT D98t 1% 28 S5 1) 2 PR AN AR R DR R 7 3EAT X 2 BRI FUORAR SR =, BRI 5 1 SR B (Xt
TCE BRI T X B AMRIAE LS, A Bt AE LA B . BRI BT AR AT FE SR 00 1 SIS i) AR +%
JEAR R, ESRE = IABEERATRE A 2 M TR A AR B AL N . ll — IO T S A 2
BT AT, TN TEHEMNE RN K R, LR A PR T, a5 Gshiiiiit5
TIRPEB AR RO . BERBONE b2 BE) R IABERAN H B AT 92 m[33]. RUE ik, £ BN Tk
PR AMRTT REAS RE IEA M S SRR R SE R A= )2, W RE S EUE S B R U4 R, A — T
FOR DTG E TR AT T SIS KR . AR AT AR sh A REm[34]. Bbhh, BEENSRA S
VEAESIG S A T th e 2 RIREIA[35] . RIMLUIRAR AT Fu Ve, B2 2R B AP UL SIS A6 S T 7E 45 5 R OK [36]

AT RIS S IR LS, O 2 T X M BERN,  DLSR R AR 53 (Mg A% il ). 0 B AR A
W AF S IEAT AT W SO, A S SORE IR SR, AR B T AH R SCREI) Sl 26 GHARAE AN TR (K SCAL A SR P i
K, BATRA T RE S B A2 S BTN, ST R S AR 2 5K o, AT AL SCs A% rh i SCAL
AURER o R ISR BB R A R S i, R BRATAT AT RE 7 B ) SCB A% A IR R AN RN o

5 RE

N RN T REE R REAIE 1 SHU], rTPLERSIER RS, W58 XA IR AR R A %
SE PR IAF A 22 ZE AN AL FE , 255 ORI L 22 TR R R R PP SR A RO AN A 2 27 2R (OUAL) S5 R 2R ]
T DRI 2 (RIS o B J 340 TT DA P 250 DR B PR e (QTTL) R 4 2 PR 4 S BRI 7 75 V2R SR I BB PR ML v 2R
P22 5 R A st A% 2 k. IB R BAE 2 TT i, BATR AN ERA M 7SR SRt i, Rtk
Gu LS EW IR
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