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WONDY a7 P a1 (Drosophila) OEMNKUEFIMITHEDO S 4 XIcBEL TK
SRERMREINTOB I ENINETICHE SN TE /L (Robertson, 1955; 1959; 1962;
1987; Frahm and Kojima, 1966; Coyne and Beecham, 1987), I H6DERDEL L IIRE
B DR, KERM, HRBEELEOREERICHKXLTWVS (Robertson, 1957; Tantawy
et al., 1964). BIZ(L, ROH A ZIBIL TOANBBIKPHRO B L6, v avdary
NIDEDY A XTHIF HERITE, BIENERDL EAABKL TV 2N DN S, BEOH
FEIHFARRICE T 2ROV A IOV THBEERINEETH S I LERLTWVS (Coyne
and Beecham, 1987; Prout and Barker, 1989; Risca et al., 1989; Ruiz et al., 1991;
Weigensberg and Roff, 1996),

ILZEDOBES] (F7213BIEK « heritability) BFFEDHHEICE T 5 BEDHOEHBUC D
HEIGERY. Ab, REASH (Vp) = BIzH#H (Vo) + BEDE (Ve) &4 hid, KED
Bz W= B8 (Vo) /REESGH (Vp) &&RIN S, BOBIIHMNIE (Va) &
B (Vd), RUOTEXY V258 (V) LichElans, £/, RBEOHELEIT =
Va,/Vp TEEINE, BENPRKEFNEREVEE, MRETHULIHICNS, £/, B
BERNRZINEIKREVEE, BFRIOMEBII/NE {185, ABBKITRES EREEY T I8
th 7% (selection differentials) 1Z%t9™ % #IKXIE (selection response) DL D IkFEDHEIE
REWET HIENTEDS, TDOXIICL TR SNIGBIEREETBESR (realized heri-
tabiliy) &\ 95, —BRICITTObNAEHMARICB I 2BEFERICBVLTIR, BIRRIGEDRIKEIC
X HEYRRERD S 2 Ltk D, KO FHEEREERMESN, B@BIOHENREIN
5T ENEV, i, BMRICHT 2 BRHEEKZIHT 2 BKRIEDEIEN S bkbon b, —
MRICIERBICRE 5 BRI EERNE L, RERICERT FHOBTERINZEIGE (fitness)
BT S ETRBERMEV I EOHEIN TV S, T0 I & FHMABZEIBICEIBUIC S
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B BEEHEIGEICET AEEICE VTRV, BISEICEERMS LISWEENEE T
FHERR ZVWEEZEKT 5 (Falconer, 1989),
ZOFEBROBEWNIEDY A XDIEHEL DV A BEEICE L TARAELEITO JEITKD, 20
BENEROKE I ZHE L, BREICHT 2BEMNERNONCEICE ISR T 50 E#/{N5
LIZH B,

RS RO RS

EEROMEHCH e F A0 a3V a1 (Drosophila melanogastar) (1LALERBSEHT
B AHRERDO SREI NI LD TH 5. HAREHD SIE SN/ EREM K D MAESITHIH
U 7 MEHER 30 PED R 2 S E I ANFEIN S B tc, ShBENEG T X0 ET X/ LBV L
12, PUET B AWK D 80 PLLLFIT78 5 &k 5 ICEIEO AR I Nz, PUL L 7B
20 80 VLl RIS - 7356 IREEHRIED SBRA L 72

R, UL LR HRT R TOARET AEIICED O, BRI 2 OFEERICAN SN, 1~3
HRMES S N TOFEIE 3 HMF 03B S EARKER A 1 DICHBEL L Z I b - & KPR
fTisbnts,

A, B 2EOKERY (replicate line) MMESNT, T NENDRBIKFMIIAEDOEVH F
HEBEORV L RHIChIT TRIkI NI, MR~ 50 ILOERENRIESN, HRHETE D -
& HAREOEWVMERE 5 3%, LEHTIE D - & bIEREDOEOMERE 5 UAIVROHROBE L TEIF
Ntzo BPALREBEHICANSON, BH 2~3EHBEBMICET 2 LIk 0 hRBEEI IR
H1-v 80 LU FicF I N,

ANEBIRICPE S MBIE (correlated response) & LTI SRHUCE 244757 (egg to
adult viability) NFEXLNT,

NS RE TOEFENRE

iR 4 F# (HA, LA, HB, LA) XY 20 IS S0 KBIDEIR I AN S iz,
FOHICEHEEULH S A VI AFELASA RIS AMHEASNI, BEREEBAS 1 K752
DED HEh, ENININEA SN, 50 BTN FH LVWEERICAN O, 10~14 HEE
B%, PUEL TL A EBHERA, Z0E6%2 b > TIHK O RlicE 244 & Lis,
NDOFREIT I B LT 20 RENEITINT,

ANBBRAFTOIOXR (control) 28 24F bERRICHBE I N,
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A, BlRMICH S 2:8HEAER I Table 1 5K Table 2ICFhEFNE LB ohTVWD, &
KBAERRIT DO TTOEEREM D, A0 ZRBFEELRITRINTVAN, A, B, ME#HKIC
BT LMDEENENEN 1.344 mg & 1.336 mg T, HEDZ 1113 0.873 mg H L 0.868 mg
Thb, hOH A XTHKT S EHEIHELD 1 EiZEKXWVWE (Partridge and Fowler,
1993), HRETIE BRIBEFEL I HENH/INDH, EBICBMO SN 4%REL B> TWV
foo COMEHEMDIEFFITKELZRIHEND > TOBIEOEXICL B LBbN S, TROBE
2FRTIIED D TH BERMLE (coefficient of variation), T 7b b EHfHEIzd 2 &S
%@ﬂém,A%ﬁ@%fmonm,mﬁm0%8&£<~ﬁLfméoit,B%ﬁ@%f@
0.0848, HET(30.0854 LIEFICHBL —HLTVE, —F, BEMKTTIHR8I2HIF BHA,
HB M@k Riiic B 2R REAEE, #TI130.087, 0.081 £75-THD, HiZZNZ£h0.072
0.127 &18 -7z, &7z, LA, LB li%#EO I3 0.120, 0.083, HTRRZNZEFH 0.092, 0.139
LIE->TWS, LI EOERBEOLEN S, BKREN T &I, #KEROMEIAROZE RHGRIKRT &
DEKT BEENAONE T ENDI B,

ARV BRMHICHIT 2 BEUSIIRE S RB->THD, S bic BRKICB T ARKIEDH
MREV, TOIEBBEHEOBEVWHEKRIEVHRIOMEEKICOVTE L 5, 8 HLRIK L%
DO HRME L REDEIL, A RKOMTIZ0.38 mg &80 BILRTO TOERIC BT B AT D
29%THBDITIWL T, BRHEOMETIZ0.63 mg, 47% &L ->TW3B, —F, A ZMDOHET
i3, HR#ME L R2HEDOEIE, 0.20 mg (23%), B R TIE, 0.38 mg (44%) &1 ->TW3,
HEDBIRICH T ARIGEHEDZNERE L TAH D &, A, BHEiE#KE bfiIcBT 3 RIEDHIK
X\ T L&A Table 1, 20 HbinD. |

Table 1 Body weight in the line A

Line HA Line LA
Generation Femele Male Femele Male

Mean S.E.| Mean S.E.| Mean S.E.| Mean S.E.
0 1344.3 14.8 873.3 10.9 1344.3 14.8 873.3 10.9
1 1483.8 13.4 904.2 7.2 1160.2 14.9 701.4 11.5
2 1438.5 16.2 823.6 11.6 1133.5 15.8 716.8 10.9
3 1484.3 18.9 903.2 11.3 1324.0 13.0 837.2 9.1
4 1443.8 20.2 851.5 9.4 1139.9 18.0 653.6 9.3
5 1399.5 18.0 787.9 11.8 1031.9 17.1 652.6 8.7
6 1325.5 19.2 760.6 13.0 1112.4 17.7 635.1 10.5
7 1547 .4 13.8 907.7 8.3 1127.5 17.2 657.6 10.7
8 1512.3 18.7 971.2 9.8 1128.2 19.2 772.7 10.0




Table 2 Body weight in the line B

Line HB Line LB
Generation Femele Male Femele Male

Mean S.E. | Mean S.E.| Mean S.E.| Mean S.E.
0 1336.7 16.4 868.4 10.5 1336.7 16.4 863.4 10.5
1 1411.2 14.6 814.5 9.8 1207.0 16.2 733.8 12.5
2 1475.8 15.5 927.0 9.4 1225.1 17.9 768.0 9.9
3 1466.7 15.2 917.3 10.2 1100.3 19.9 666.7 10.5
4 1464.5 12.9 904.3 12.1 1324.1 19.3 802.4 9.2
5 1497.6 22.8 937.9 10.7 1077.3 12.0 680.2 10.4
6 1502.6 22.0 922.8 12.7 985.1 13.5 690.6 7.6
7 1692.0 16.4 1012.2 10.7 1172.3 12.5 659.8 8.2
8 1706.9 19.5 1051.9 12.3 1076.8 19.3 667.2 13.1

Table 1, 2iT/R& N7 A, BELBERHKICHE T 5B RIIZTNZN Fig. 1, 2 ICKREN
TWwb, Fig. 1, 205NN XS ICKBFEEIR, A, Biliks bicFEOEREVAIC
bEBEVWHICH, ABBKICIGEL TV, BRI 2 KIGIE A RHROMETIRIAEDOE WA
DRIEMEVENDZEN L D KE WD, BRETIBIHEEOEOHNDFIED LN HAND
RIGE D AREL B ->TWB, —F, HTIEMEERE bEEDOE WA & BV &KL
R (symmetrical) &7 - TW53, KOV A XD ALERTRIWRENRASNE T E D
H BN, FA XHDUNZVHRANDKIEDH DY A ZIKZEVWHNDEFNL D KEVDON—RIT
¥ 5 (Tantawy et al., 1964; Partridge and Fowler, 1993),

Fig. 1, 2 &9 HA ZgOMHEORIENEL BEUTVSE 2 &, R 3ICBEVLT LA RED

Fig. 1 Selection for Body Weight

(mg) Line A
1.6
1.4 —
w12
QO e e
= PO U POUPRPPPP PP PPEPTEPTPOPTIPY
| e et
-
s} 1+
L e e T,
B \ et N e
0.8 N _ P N e, .
N -
0.6 T T T T T T T T I
0 2 4 6 8
Generation

—— High/Female ... Low/Female  +eree High/Male — —Low/Male



FA0Ya v a N TORKREEICEET 5 ARBHKROHERBERIE 5

Fig. 2 Selection for Body Weight
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BEREANE U & S IERENEML TV 5T &, FAER 4BV TH LB ZgON XD
BHREEMZRL TSI LR, AELVSEEMEOY A XL EL DR ENERBERERICEK >
TEAINBHIE, &7, PUELK, BREREETOM, F—REF TREZEMRFT I EN
BN S OREETH BH I LR LTV D, ERERICTEWTIZAER (inbreeding) DR
BHARITELIENTERON, ERBEDOY 14 X5 B/DXH 58 (Reeve and Robertson,
1952; Tantawy and El-Helew, 1966), # 1 XAVNZWHENDBIKKIEN L O KE LB BR
RD—2IclE>TWBEEZON 5,

7o, PULL TL BB ZED /N 3 HEE WS FHID /-1, BREENE W EEZ
HUNLEBERIILFENH L EEZ OND, BEMICHEDE L ZBEEINICEEOR N
BELOREST BDICL D RV Z4EE T 5 (Robertson, 1957; 1960; 1963), 5\W\\#EZ 1
i, BREOBEBWVEEROREEENLDBODOT, LDk S WEREHET TIEENBEOEGFEN
LothEI P {5y, HRVPERT HI>NEENIOVBEILLEEZL SN S,

EERIE TRV % OFEHERZ IR 2 BRSO EREEROEHEH Sk S/ (Ta-
ble 3), R0 izH1 ZRMMDERIIBVHD LES NI, ERKICH YT BRI DOHETEME
(30.027-0.401 &2 ot THHDOHEEMIR, ROV A XIBAT BHEREFBRO LD L T
W3 (Tantawy et al., 1964, Tantawy and El-Helew, 1966; Frahm and Kojima, 1966;
Coyne and Beecham, 1987; Cowley and Atchley, 1988; Prout and Baker, 1989; Reeve
and Fairbairn, 1996)

# < 12, Tantawy et al. (1964) #%0.23, 0.26 27* 0.38 DEHRBZHEZHRELTVSL,



Table 3 Realized heritability and its significance

Female Male
h? Sb t p h? Sb t P
HA 0.0918 0.0968 0.948 n.s. 0.0268 0.0091 0.296 n.s.
HB 0.4013 0.0578 5.778 | < 0.001 0.2232 0.0482 4.627 < 0.01
HA & HB 0.2465 0.0746 3.306 | < 0.01 0.1250 0.0621 2.013 n.s.
LA 0.2161 0.0114 1.902 n.s. 0.1470 0.0106 1.383 n.s.
LB 0.2745 0.1263 2.172 n.s. 0.1947 0.0688 2.828 < 0.05
LA & LB 0.2453 0.0798 3.073 < 0.01 0.1708 0.0595 2.869 < 0.01

Tantawy and El-Helew (1964) (% 0.20 & 0.24 & #&E L TW 5, Frahm and Kojima
(1966) FHEFENGVWEZLEVWLZDOBEERNLLTENEN0.22 & 0.23 ZHIEL TV
%, Coyne and Beecham (1987) (3 0.22 & 0.58 %5 L TW5, F72, Cowley and Atch-
ley (1988) 3T 0.26—0.86, HET 0.27-0.81 OHEEMEAE TV 5, Prout and Baker(1989)

130.09 & 0.37T DEKRNZEHRE LTS L, &IATIE, Reeve and Fairbairn (1996) 2T
0.15-0.13, HET 0.14-0.12 DEIBENZHE L TV 5. FRIOEERTIE HB RO Ml &
LB ZHOHET, #HEINAETBENIHANICTO XD BRIIKREN - T,

Table 3 X0 A, BHliR#t& bic, MICB I 2BENVHEICE T 2BENEIDREVIEN
RENTVS, LHLEBHYS, TOXERBHRRTH LR TOHANICBAEETREN -1
(tz = 1.25, 0.75), Reeve and Fairbairn (1996) b, MATHICHE TRV, Bz
DHELOHMTHOVEEZHRE L TV A, BEMNCET AEERENKE EADRKE I BN
XV, £ OHE, MHEMTEES), REBSGEDED JEERAMNCELIHRIE LV, 5
KROBFIC & B MR O HEIZ 51 BBENOHEE b RIICHAICEETIIR L, TOERLI
LOMDENREN 720, RIHEL OMEDHNKRE - 72D THIEEICE - T 5 (Tanta-
wy et al. 1964; Cowley and Atchley, 1988),

EEBE NI 2HMAEES B TH 206, b LEED D b—2F 2idlHE
N, KEBRELHAICE T AHEMENRENITERE THE IN S EEBENTBRICHES N
BLEZOND, BHIES, RREICKT SREOH—-MNOFAT, EREICHT BRETH
FEAICBT s ENID/NEHEESN, RESHESURFASHII/NE L5 LRI NS
"oTHbB, ZHLBEKLD, EF, BHICE I 518/ (natural heritability) AWEE X
NBEHIT?8->TE7 (Coyne and Beecham, 1987; Prout and Baker, 1989; Risca et al.,
1989; Ruiz et al., 1991), L L7EA 5, £iIL Weigensberg and Roff (1996) 3 Zh & TiZ
EERE THEG SN TE 72 165 DRI OHEEE & FFALRHICOWTD 189 DIEEM A KT 5
LItk y, WENPBL —HT S I EAHSHTL T, natural heritability 23249 L HFEETAYIC
ARIKRESBVWILEERLTV S,
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ANABBIITPE S HBARIS & LTI SR HUCE B R 2T kEHR D Table 4 IthiF S h
TW5, FERFKATOERERICE T 24 HE 713 89.9% LEHITEVMEE L -TWVW3E, O
DEERT WU REDOEFNINESh TR, ERAERCERICDVLVTEVEEEE2BWVT
BWEEZ 515 (Kosuda, 1972), SHERMICH T BEHESTRIEROBBE & I, 0.899%H0
LEZNREEFLTOWEY (EfFHZ Y, HE X £95&, Y = -0.00631X + 0.9143), [d]
JRfREE 0 D SHETINCHEBICIRBEN TIEWV W (4= 8.634, 0.05 <p< 0.10) —F4, KBk
RIS BT AL FMAROFEEE & BITHD L TVEY, ZTORER-HETIRE L, Table 3
CHSNMIRENTV S L I HA RETRILEHBEMTH O, HB ZHETHICE L CHDL
TWa, HB RO 81T 2HGFIEZDTH0.369 ICTEL VI &Abh b,

Table 4 Egg to adult viability in selected and control lines for body weight

HA LA HB LB Contorol line
Egg| Ad. |Viab.| Egg | Ad. |Viab.| Egg | Ad. [Viab.| Egg | Ad. |Viab.| Egg | Ad. |Viab.
1237| 1101 .890| 2885| 2582| .895| 1742| 1529| .878| 2866 2471| .862| 9676| 8697 .899
1671| 1423| .852| 1267| 1186| .936| 1204| 1047| .870| 2067| 1814| .878

1147| 927, .808| 1442| 1162] .806| 1115| 809, .726| 936 774| .827| 1619| 1500| .923
1121} 1039 .927| 1555| 1321| .850| 1255| 871| .694| 1184 933| .788

Generation

1202| 941} .783| 1167| 882| .756| 1385| 614| .443| 1564} 1090| .697| 1141} 986 .864
1416| 1137| .803| 1252| 905{ .723| 1198| 442| .369| 1873| 1208| .645| 1511 1225| .811

O =3 O Ul W DD e

KN OBRMARUT T B RURAH AT E L TAHA S &, 4 ZRLTICTBVLTHEREKIE <1 F
ALt K HB RETHAROER EICTEFIINRECEFLTVS (b = -0.0762X+
0.9808), 4 RELATIZ, Y = —0.0346X + 0.9202 218 517 (Fig. 3)e CHEDEAEDA
AR - T, B, 3 TRREEGNNMETLTVE I EMHBAL /2, /2, ZO[EYRE
BOWGETICERIC 0 XL D#N TV A T E IO MTI N/ (16 =5.87, p < 0.001), DL D%
REALEKICE B> TERENEVAICD, BUAIKLILOEHAIOANZ IR - T, BEILE
DEEBHAITHAIEFNNMETTEIEE2EH®RL TV, b, KELAGFEHOHBE L >T
A5 &, L RHEOMHBEFRKDFE 0.385 1oxt LT, H RHICH T 5 HBIREK D F130.808 &
Boteo LEMKED HRETE D RS EHBRKABR SN ERFENEL L BIC20, &
DEFINMETT A EARELTVEEEZ SN 5,

VUL D ERBEENFEETEWEEROEFEIVRE &L, BEMNEIL VNS VHIITNBIC
DNEFIMEL B ZDRbHEAA, KEIEHLOKRELLBBICO>NTHEEDELEINMET
TEH5ILEERLTVS, TN ARICEIT 5 HAERMAEICE Y 4 Karn and Penrose (1956)
DFER E—FH L T35, Wilkinson (1987) b4 XOKEFVHEDOTFHOELERNEG N &4
HLTWB,



Fig. 3 Regression of Viability on Generation
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—%, KDY A XOKEBEKOFHG, HOENE, BORKEENEOBISENEO I LN
S OMDHHETHSMIEN TV S (Robertson, 1957; Partridge and Farquhar, 1981;
Fowler and Partridge, 1986), MDY 1 X LHEDORERENIIC EOXRBAMEENA LN B H
A% Wilkinson (1987) & Santos et al. (1988; 1994) 2k W BRI NTW5, X5, o+
4 X & FHan M OEINERICEZBREMEENH 5 2 EAHEIN TS (Tantawy and El-Helew,
1966), KDY A XD & 5 IBEENEE & BISERK S & ORICA S 2 REIRFEREI 5 #URs7 i
BAREIRDMHRD > TV B I EERIRL TV 5,

INSOMIAERIE, ROV A XERELTIEEMNERE Y a vV a v ZORRICEST
BRI THBIEEZRBELTOVS, bLAEXOWH A XA RICE OEFIT, i, TOEEIEM
STtz B BIENEETH O, BBho, HiERDH SEMTZOAEFIICEA S LRI
N, BREOY A XERELTHHOOEYENIEZ S 2 E0HRFEINE, CoXkH 6t
ENEBICHET LTV B EIFBZ RO, J0Z LIFEBICIZZ R S 2T 5 A 5 S0 FEE
TEHIEEBE®RLTVS, HOEINE, HORERRS, HFmEETREINTVEHEDOY 1 XD
BRICKBEEED R, TOPHENHSMILE DI, EFENOE N L > THEENT
WB I ENRRBEINS, LOLAENS, AAEKIC X 2EOEINE AREIRIC X 28mE
AVEINC D, BRI LR BTN H B I LEBEETEL L,



FAOva VY a v TORBEEICET S ABBKKOMHEBERIE 9
—RHNIC Y A XK Z S EEDOREFENMED I EAHI SN TV 35 (Robertson, 1957;
1960; 1963), ¥4 X& K& T HLBDICLELEVREEHMIG, &8 KBESORD, BEY
EEUHEEMEOBRKEORBREOEICLD, YhDROWERE LR X LR ND 5
(Dawood and Strickberger, 1969), DX D IZED Y 1 XF fIZEEB IOV THRE ESHD
B CHEISEOWEBHEN K E TOL 3 EIRBEI NS,

= #J

(KEICBET 2 NSk ¥4 0 a ™ Y a W/ T Drosophila melanogaster i35\ T 8 tH{{
otz BREDEKICKT BRIGIZE L, BKBUGO RIS 2 EIEH O EH# i 10HE
EXINT, HEITHIT B8 (0.247, 0.245) Ak iF 320 (0.125, 0.171) KO FHVI &
DRINT, Fio, FEKITHESHBRIGE LTI OB E 2 HEFE D EBHCEN O N, 7
DR, AELBRLTERE REBLHAADE, KELEL THRENERVEGENEZET
IH B ENVHBIIREI NI,
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