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JaHn 0030p coBpeMeHHOI 3apyOe:KHO TUTepaTyphl O MPUMEHEHUIO TEHOMHOTO 0TOOpa B JIeCHOH cenekimn. Kparko
0XapaKTepU30BaHa CYyTh METO/IA, HCIOIB3YIOMIETO CBI3b MEKY IPOSBICHHEM (PCHOTUITHYCCKIX IIPH3HAKOB U TeHe-
TUYECKUMH MapKepamH, B KaueCTBE KOTOPBIX MCIOJIb3YIOTCS OJHOHYKIeoTHAHbIe 3aMeHbl SNP (single nucleotide
polymorphism). 3To I03BOJIAET JaTh TEHOMHYIO OLIEHKY TUIFOCOBOTO JiepeBa 0e3 JITUTEIbHOr0 UCIBITaHUS M0 TOTOM-
CTBY B KYJbTypax, YTO 3HAYUTEIHHO COKpAlllaeT CeJIeKIMOHHBIN LUK, KpaTko oxapakTepu3oBaHbl CEJIeKIIHOHHbIE
MIPOrpaMMbl C HCIIOJIb30BAHUEM T'€HOMHOTO OTOOpa IUIsl COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOU Pinus sylvestris L., COCHBI CKpy-
yeHHoll P. contorta Douglas ex Loudon, cocHbl nmpumopckoid P. pinaster Aiton, cocHbl JlaganHoi P. taeda L., enn
eBporneiickoit Picea abies (L.) Karst., enn 6enoit P. glauca (Moench) Voss, enu uepnoii P. mariana (Mill.) Britton,
Sterns & Poggenb., enu rubpunnoit P glauca (Moench) Voss. X P. engelmannii Parry ex Engelm., enu gyriacumn
Pseudotsuga menziesii Mirb. (Franco), sBkanunrta Eucalyptus L’Her. u xamrana Castanea Mill., peanusyembie B
[IBennu, Kanane, ®pannuu, CIIA, bpaszunnu u Hopoii 3enanauu. [TokazaHo, 4To TeHOMHBIN OTOOP IPUMEHSIETCSI
B OCHOBHOM IS IIPU3HAKOB pOCTa (BBICOTHI M JUAMETPa) U KayecTBa JPEBECHHBI (Yroyl HaKIOHAa MUKPO(QHOPHILI
LEJUTIONO03bL, YIIPYTOCTh U TNIOTHOCTD JAPEBECUHBI U 1Ip.), & TAKKE Ha yCTOMYUBOCTD K TPUOHBIM OOJIE3HIM U HACEKO-
MbIM-BpenuTensaM. [IpuBenens nanaeie 00 ontumaabHoM yncie JJHK-mMapkepoB i IoMy4eHus: HaJIeKHBIX OLICHOK
TEeHOMHOTO Mporuo3a. OTMEeUeHo, YTO MOITYYEHHBIE OLIEHKH TEeHOMHOTO MPOTHO3a I UCCIEIOBAHHBIX MPU3HAKOB
ObUIH B LIEJIOM JIOBOJIBHO BHICOKMMHU. BMecTe ¢ JaHHBIMU O CYLIECTBEHHOM YIKOHOMUYECKOH APPEKTUBHOCTH METO/IA
BCJIEJICTBUE 3HAYMTEIBHOIO COKPAILEHUS CEJIEKIIMOHHOTO LIMKIIA 3TO CBUAETENBCTBYET O €ro MEePCIEeKTUBHOCTH B
necHo# cenekuuu. CrepKuBaromuM (pakTopoM JUisk IPUMEHEHHs: TEHOMHOTO 0TOOpa B HAlllel CTpaHe MOXKeT ObITh
HEJOCTaTOK UCIBITATEIbHBIX KYIBTYD, 3aJ0KEHHBIX CEMbsIMU TMOJHBIX cHOCOB. PeriennemM mpodiaeMbl MOXKeT ObITh
HCIOJIb30BAHNE BET€TATUBHBIX MMOTOMCTB IUIIOCOBBIX JIEPEBbEB, BKIIOUEHHBIX B KIIOHOBBIE apXHBBHI.

KiroueBsie ciioBa: cenommoiii npoeros, [JJHK-umapkepol, npusnaxu kawecmea Opegecumvl, poCmosvie NPU3HaKu, ce-
JNeKYUOHHAS YEeHHOCDb.
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Hawanom pabor mo reHomMmHoMy oTOOpY B ce-
JICKITUU JKUBOTHBIX M PACTCHHWI NMPHHATO CUYHTATh
ny6nukanuio paborsr T. H. Meuwissen ¢ coast.
(2001) mo MpUMEHEHUIO 3TOTO METO/AA B CEJICKIIUN
KPYITHOTO poraroro ckora. B mocnennee aecsrune-
THE B 3apyOeKHOH NTUTEepaType OIyOJIMKOBAH Psif
cTaTred, TOCBSIIEHHBIX MPUMEHEHHIO TE€HOMHOTO
orbopa B necHoit cenekuuu (Isik, 2014). B cBs3u
C OTCYTCTBUEM IyOIMKAalMA Ha 3Ty TEMY B Hallel
CTpaHe LEeNbI0 paboThI CTaja MOAr0TOBKA KPATKOTO
0030pa 3apy0OexHON JTUTepaTyphl O 3TOMY BOIIPO-
cy. 'enoMHbIi1 0OTOOP OCHOBAH Ha CBSA3M MEXay ¢e-
HotunoM U /JIHK-mapkepamu, B KaduecTBe KOTOPBIX
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UCHOJB3YIOTCS OIHOHYKJICOTUIHbIE 3aMeHbl SNP
(single nucleotide polymorphism). Ilpn 3ToM cKa-
HUPOBaHNE TEHOMA IMPOBOAUTCS C HUCTIOJIb30BAHUEM
yunoB (Marpun) ¢ Teicsiuamu SNP (kotopeie map-
KHUPYIOT OCHOBHBIE T€HbI KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX NTPU3HA-
KOB).

Wudopmamuss 1o MOJEKYISIPHBIM MapKepam
MO3BOJISIET J1aTh TEHOMHYIO OIICHKY CEJIEKIIHOH-
HOU LIeHHOCTHU (genomic estimated breeding value,
GEBYV) mmocoBoro nepesa. [lpu TpagurnmonHon
CEJICKIINH CEJIEKIIMOHHYI0 IIEHHOCTh TUTFOCOBOTO
nepesa (breeding value, BV) onpenensior B pe3ylib-
TaTe TeHETUYECKON OIIEHKH MO0 MOTOMCTBY (CEeMEH-
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HOMY WMJIU BET€TaTUBHOMY) B T€UCHUE JJIUTEILHOTO
BpeMeHHU. Tak, B coorBeTcTBuU ¢ IIpukazom Mus-
npupoast PO ot 20.10.2015 Ne 438 (Ilpukas...,
2015), a 3TO OCHOBHOH HOpPMAaTUBHBIN JTOKYMEHT,
perIaMEHTUPYIOIINI TMPOBEJEHUE JIECHON CeJIeK-
LMY B Halllel CTpaHe, MpeaBapuTeIbHasi TeHeTHYe-
CKasl OLEHKA IUIIOCOBBIX JIEPEBbEB B HCIHBITATEIb-
HBIX KyJbTypax MPOU3BOAUTCA MO TOCTIKEHHUIO
ceMeHHbIMU TIoToMcTBamu Il kiacca Bo3pacta, a
OKOHYaTeJIbHasi — B BO3PAcTe, COOTBETCTBYIOLIEM
1/2 Bo3pacta pyOku. ['€eHOMHBII OTOOP TO3BOJSAET
HCKIIIOUYNTB 3TOT JUITUTENBHBINA 3Tall U3 CEIEKIUOH-
HOTO TIpoIiecca.

J1J11 TeHOMHOTO IPOTrHO3a HEOOXOANMBI TaK Ha-
3bIBa€Masi CTaHJapTHasi, pedepeHcHas MOMysIus
nu oOywaromiasi BeIOOpKa (reference population,
training set) IEpeBbEB, y KOTOPHIX MPOBEIACHA
OLICHKa (DEHOTUMTUYECKUX MPU3HAKOB, [0 KOTOPHIM
BezieTcst oTOOp. B siecHOl ceneKknuu 3TO UCTbITa-
TEJIbHBIE KYJIBTYPHI HOIYCHOCOB, MOJHBIX CHOCOB
U KOJUICKIIMM KJIOHOB (apXMBBI KIIOHOB). Y 3THX
JiepeBbeB TpoBoauTcs cekBeHupoBanue JIHK c
ucnons3oBanreM SNP-mapkepoB, 4yTOOBI paspa-
00TaTh CTATUCTHYECKUE MPOTHO3HBIC MOJEIHU IS
onpenenenusi GEBV. HanexxHocTs mporuosa pac-
CUHMTHIBAIOT OOBIYHO HA OCHOBE KOA(D(OUIIMEHTOB
KOppEJSILUU MEXAy T€HOMHOW OLEHKOW CeNeKIIU-
onHoii nerHoctn (GEBV) u ceneximoHHoi 11eH-
HocThIO (BV), ompenenennoit mo pesyibpraTtam Te-
HETHYECKOW OLIEHKU IO MOTOMCTBY B OOydaromiei
BbIOOpKe (Calleja-Rodriguez et al., 2019). Kparko
paccMOTpUM NPUMEHEHHE T€HOMHOro oTOopa B
CEJIEKLIMOHHBIX IIporpamMmax JIECHBIX JIPEBECHBIX
HOPOI.

B IlIBernun paboTsl IO TECHOMHOMY OTOOPY MPO-
BE/ICHBI C JABYMSI OCHOBHBIMU XBOMHBIMU IOPOJaMH
OOpeaslbHO# 30HBI: COCHOM OOBIKHOBEHHOW Pinus
sylvestris L. u enpto eBponeiickoit Picea abies (L.)
Karst. ¥ 694 nepeBbeB cocHbl 40-neTHEr0 Bo3pac-
Ta, IpeAcTaBisomux 183 ceMbr MOTHBIX CHOCOB
OT KOHTPOJIMPYEMOIO OIBLICHHS, POBEIEHBI CEK-
BeHuposanue JIHK u3 o0pas3unoB moyek um xBou u
TeHOMHBIN OTOOp MO MpHU3HAKaM pocTa (BbICOTA U
JMaMeTp) U KauyecTBa JPEeBECHHbI (Yroa HakIoHa
MUKPOGUOPHIUT HEIUTION036I, YIPYTrOCTh U TUIOT-
HOCTh ApeBecunsl) (Calleja-Rodriguez et al., 2019).
[TomoOHOe uccnenoBaHue BHIMOIHEHO B ATOM CTpa-
He u 11 1370 nepeBbeB e 28-eTHETO BO3pacTa
u3 128 cemeil MONMHBIX CHOCOB, TIPOU3PACTAIOIINX
Ha 11Byx ydacTkax (Chen et al., 2018).

B Kanane cenekuuoHHbIE MpOrpamMMbl C HC-
MOJIb30BAaHUEM TE€HOMHOIO 0TOOpa peayn3yloTcs
JUIsl a0OPUTEHHBIX APEBECHBIX MOPOJI: COCHBI CKPY-
yeHHOU Pinus contorta Douglas ex Loudon, emmn
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oenoit Picea glauca (Moench) Voss., enn uepHOii
P mariana (Mill.) Britton, Sterns & Poggenb.,
e tubpumHou P glauca (Moench) Voss. X
P engelmannii Parry ex Engelm., enu ayrmacuum
Pseudotsuga menziesii Mirb. (Franco) u uarpony-
IHUPOBAHHOW €U €BpOomeickoil. [[ns coCHBI CKpy-
yeHHOU B bpuTanckoii Komym6un reHoMHBII 0TOOD
OCYUIECTBIIEH B MCTIBITATEIbHBIX KYJIBTYpax, 3aj10-
s)keHHBIX ¢ 1984 mo 2006 r. ceMbsaMu TOTycHOCOB
U TIOJIHBIX CHOCOB; OIeHKa (DEHOTHITNYECKHUX TPH-
3HAaKOB (BBICOTA, yTOJl HAKJIOHA MHUKPOPUOPHILT
LEJUTION03bl M TUIOTHOCTH JIPEBECUHBI) ClIEJaHa B
Bo3pacte 10 ner (Ukrainetz, Mansfield, 2020). J{ns
enn 0eroii HaJIe)KHOCTh TEeHOMHOTO ITPOTHO3a OTIpe-
JlefieHa ¢ ucronb3oBanueM 1748 nepesbeB (59 ce-
Mel TIOTHBIX cUOCOB) B 17-11€THEM BO3pacTe TakkKe
JUTSL TPU3HAKOB POCTA M Ka4eCTBA JPEBECUHBI (YToJ
HaKJIOHa MUKPO(UOPUILT LIEIUTIONO03bI U TUIOTHOCTD
npesecunbl) (Beaulieu et al., 2014). [lns enn gep-
HOM HCCIIE[JOBaHUE NPOBENEHO Ha 734 nepeBbsix
25-nerHero Bo3pacta (34 ceMbH MOJHBIX CHOCOB),
MOJTyYEHHBIX OT CKpeUIMBaHuii 27 poauTenei, npo-
M3pACTAIOMIMX B JBYX IMYHKTAaX C KOHTPACTHBIMH
yCIOBUSIMU. MoJienn TeHOMHOTO MPOTHO3a Y ATOH
JIPEBECHON TIOpO/IBI pa3paboTaHbl JIJISI POCTOBBIX
(BBICOTA) M KAyeCTBEHHBIX MPHU3HAKOB (yroj Ha-
KJIOHA MUKPO(UOPWIIT LEIUTIONO036l M IUIOTHOCTD
npesecunbl) (Lenz et al.,, 2017). Hccnemoanb
MEPCIIEKTUBBI MMPUMEHEHUsI TEHOMHOTO 0TOOpa Mo
BBICOTE JJIi TMOPUAHON €M C MCIOJIb30BaHUEM
769 nepeBbeB, OTHOCSIIUXCSA K 25 MOIYCHOCOBBIM
cembsiM B 40-netHem Bo3pacte (Ratcliffe et al.,
2015). BeinonHeHo uccieoBaHUE MO T€HOMHOMY
0TOOPY Ha YCTOWYUBOCTH €11 €BPOIECHCKON K MECT-
HOMY BUJy HaCEKOMOTO — CMOJICBKH O€JI0i COCHBI
Pissodes strobi W. D. Peck. ABTOpsI 3T0i1 paboTHI
00HapyXUJTH, YTO YCTOWYMBOCTH K JOJTOHOCHUKY
MOJIOKUTEIFHO KOppelrupoBaja ¢ Mpu3HakaMu po-
cTa (BBICOTOW M JMAMETPOM) M KauecTBa JPEBECH-
HbI (TJIOTHOCTh M MEXaHWYeCKas yNpyrocTh), YTO
CBUJICTEIILCTBYET O MEPCIEKTUBHOCTH OTOOpa IO
komruiekcy npusHakoB (Lenz et al., 2019). V ny-
IJIaCMM T€HOMHBIN 0TOOp cenaH Ha ObICTPOTY po-
cra (BeicoTa B 12- u 38-meTHeM Bo3pacTe) U IIIOT-
HOCTh JIPEBECHHBI B CEJICKIIMOHHOW MOIYJISIIUN U3
1372 nepesbeB (37 cemeit nmonueix cudcoB) B bpu-
tanckoi Komym6uu (Thistlethwaite et al., 2020).

Bo ®panuuu B IBYX HMOKOJEHUSX CEIEKIHOH-
HOM nomyssauuu (661 nepeBo) COCHBI MPUMOPCKOI
Pinus pinaster Aiton npoBejeH TEHOMHBIH OTOOP
Ha OBICTPOTY pOCTa U KauecTBO (MIPSIMU3HY) CTBOJIA
(Isik et al., 2016).

B CIHA nmns mpoBepku 3ddexTuBHOCTH Te-
HOMHOTO 0TOOpa Ha OBICTPOTY pocTa (BBICOTA U
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JMaMeTp) UCIOIb30BAIN CEJICKIUOHHYIO MOIYJIsi-
nuto u3 npumepHo 800 pepeBbEB COCHBI JaaHHON
Pinus taeda L. B Bo3pacte 6 JeT, OTYYCHHBIX Y-
TE€M KJIOHMPOBAaHUS MAaTEPUHCKUX JIEPEBHEB, SIBIISI-
IOLIUXCS MOJIHBIMH CHOCAaMU OT KOHTPOJIUPYEMBIX
ckpenuBannii 32 mmocoBbiX JepeBbeB (Resende
et al., 2012). Jlns 165 nepeBbeB COCHBI JIaaHHOM,
MOJTyYEHHBIX MyTEM COMAaTHYECKOTO 3MOpHOTEHE-
3a TOJIHBIX CMOCOB B S5-JIETHEM BO3pacTe, MpoBe-
JIeH TeHOMHBIH OTOOp AJIsi MpU3HAKOB pocTa (00b-
€M CTBOJIa) U KauecTBa JPEBECHHBI (COIEpKaHUs
[IeJUTIONO36I M TIMTHUHA) (Zapata-Valenzuela et al.,
2013). I'eHOoMHBIII OTOOp HCHOJIB30BaH TaKXe B
CEJIEKIIMM KallTaHa aMEpHKaHCKOro (3y0uaToro)
Castanea dentate (Marshall) Borkh. na ycroiiun-
BOCTh K TPUOHOU OOJIE3HM THMA HIFOTTE, KOTOpas
MOYTH TIOJTHOCTBIO YHUUYTOXHIJIA STOT BHUJ Ha BOC-
toke CeepHoit Amepuku (Westbrook et al., 2020).
ABTopsl padoTel cexBeHupoBanu JIHK rubpumor
KallTaHa aMEpUKAaHCKOTO M KalllTaHa KUTaHCKOTOo
Castanea mollissima Blume, ycroitunBoro k 6oe3-
HU, IoJy4YeHHbIX Oonee 30 et Hazaja, a TaKxke po-
JUTENbCKUX PACTeHUH, YCTAaHOBHJIM MOJMICHHBIN
XapakTep yCTOWYMBOCTH K 3TON 00JI€3HH M HAMETH-
JIY IIyTH JAJIbHEUIIEH CEJIeKIUN.

B bpasunuu BeimonHena pabora MO OLEH-
K€ HaJEeKHOCTH TE€HOMHOro OTOOpa Ui CeJeK-
[IUOHHON TOMYJISIUKM SBKAJIMIITA, BKJIIOYAOLICH
90 pomMTENhCKUX NIEPEBHEB IBKAIMIITA OOJBIIO-
ro Eucalyptus grandis W. Hill ex Maiden, 78 po-
JTUTENBCKUX JIePEBbEB HBKamuNTa JlaabpuMruis
E. dalrympleana Maiden u 949 ux rubpunos F, ans
POCTOBBIX (JIMaMeTpa, BHICOTHI M 00bEMa CTBOJIA)
U Ka4eCTBEHHBIX NPU3HAKOB JIPEBECHHBI (ILIIOTHO-
CTH JIPeBECHHBI M BbIX0Aa 1emtono3bl) (Tan et al.,
2017).

B Hosoii 3enanauu oueHeHbl MEPCHEKTUBBI
T€HOMHOI0 0TOOpa Ha POCTOBbIE MPHU3HAKH (BbI-
COTa W JMaMeTp), NPSIMHU3HY CTBOJAa M Ka4eCTBO
JPEBECUHBI (TUIOTHOCTh, TPOYHOCTh M YCYII-
Ka) B CEJEeKIMOHHON momymsuuu u3 691 nepesa
(72 cembu mONYCHOCOB) SBKaNHMTa OJICCTSIIETO
E. nitens (H. Deane & Maiden) Maiden, npeacras-
JSIFOIIMX TIOTOMCTBO JIBYX JIECOCEMEHHBIX IJIaHTa-
il (Suontama et al., 2019).

OneHky HaZeKHOCTH T€HOMHOTO IIPOTHO3a Po-
CTOBBIX IMPHU3HAKOB B II€JIOM OBUIM JIOBOJBHO BbI-
COKMMH. Y COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOH OHHM COCTaBHIJIH
0.73-0.81 mnsa Boicorsl u 0.72—0.84 nnst nuame-
Tpa (Calleja-Rodriguez et al., 2019), y enu eBpo-
neiickoir — 0.81 mns Beicotsl (Chen et al., 2018),
y cocHbl ckpydyeHHod — 0.81-0.83 nmnst BBICOTHI
(Ukrainetz and Mansfield, 2020), y cocHsl namaH-
HOl — 0.63-0.74 nns Bbicotl U 0.67-0.75 nns
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muametpa (Resende et al., 2012) u y enu myrma-
cun — 0.80-0.89 mns Beicots! (Thistlethwaite et al.,
2020). Heckonbko HMXXKE 3THU OLEHKU ObUIM y €11
oemnoii — 0.52—0.69 (Beaulieu et al., 2014), enu uep-
Hoit — 0.43-0.57 (Lenz et al., 2017), cocHbl mpu-
Mopckoi — 0.43-0.49 (Isik et al., 2016) u 3BKanuNTa
onecrsmero — 0.29—-0.51 (Suontama et al., 2019).

OneHkH HaJEKHOCTH TEHOMHOTO IPOTHO3a
JUTST TIpU3HAKOB KadecTBa npeBecuHbl (0.68—0.73)
cocHbl 00ObikHOBeHHOH (Calleja-Rodriguez et al.,
2019) ObuM OAM3KKM K 3HAYEHHUSM, MOITYYECHHBIM
st ermu Oenoii — 0.71 (Beaulieu et al., 2014) u enu
esporneiickori — 0.70—0.76 (Chen et al., 2018). Y enu
JYTJIACHH OIIEHKH ISl TNIOTHOCTH JPEBECHUHBI CO-
crasmwn 0.94-0.96 (Thistlethwaite et al., 2020) u
y aBkamunTa onectamero — 0.74-0.79 (Suontama
et al., 2019). YV cocHbI a1aHHOM HAZIEKHOCTH TIPO-
rHo3a cocrasuia ot 0.61 no 0.83 ms conepxanust
LEJUTION03bl M JIMTHUHA COOTBETCTBEHHO (Zapata-
Valenzuela et al., 2013).

OO6cyxmaeTcst BONPOC O YUCIIE MApKepOB JUIS
MOJTyYeHUs] HAJEKHOCTH TPOTHO3a, YIOBJIETBO-
psAroIIed JECHBIX cenekiuoHepoB. [lokazano, 4to
JUISL COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOU MPUMEPHO OJIMHAKOBbBIE
OLIEHKU HA/IKHOCTH MOXKHO TOJyYUTH C HCIOJb-
30BaHMEM Kak 9 TeIC., Tak U 3—4 ThIC. MapKepoB
(Calleja-Rodriguez et al., 2019). Takas xe TeHIeH-
s HaGmromanachk Uy enu eBponeiickoil (Chen et
al., 2018), korma HaaEKHOCTH MTPOTHO3a TOCTHraIa
TJ1aTO MPH YKCTIE MAPKEPOB 4—8 ThIC. Y eI YepHOH
3aMETHOTO CHIDKCHHSI HaJIeKHOCTH IPOTHO3a He
00Hapy>KEHO U MPH CHIKEHUU YHCIIa MAaPKEPOB OT
5 o 1 ThIC., OAHAKO MPU AaTbHEUIIIEM CHUKEHUH
yucia Mmapkepos J10 500 HaeKHOCTh TPOrHO3a 3HA-
gutenbHO nagana (Lenz et al., 2017). Coobmaercs
O CHIKCHMM HAJEKHOCTH MPOTHO3a, €CIU YHCIIO
MapKepoB OBbUIO HUXKE 5 ThIC., IPU 3TOM MPHU3HAKH
C HHU3KOH HacjeqyeMOCThI0 ObUIH Oojiee YyBCTBH-
TenbHBI K cHmkeHHI0 SNP-mapkepoB (Tan et al.,
2017).

Wccnenosanue, BBIMOJIHEHHOE C IPUMEHEHHEM
MaTreMaTH4eCcKoro MOAETHPOBAHUS, TOKA3aJI0, YTO
MIPU COKPAIIEHUH JITUTEILHOCTH CEJEKIIMOHHOTO
ukia Ha 50 % addexTuBHOCTH 0TOOpA B pacueTe
Ha | rox ynBauBaeTcsi, a Korja CeJIeKIMOHHbIN UK
cokpammaercs Ha 75 % — yrpauBaercs (Grattapaglia,
Resende, 2011). DTu pacueTsl MOATBEPIKIACHBI JUIS
COCHBI JIaJJaHHOM, y KOTOpOM COKpallleHHe ce-
JeKuMoHHOro nukiaa Ha 50 % naerT MOBbIIEHUE
apdexra ceneknuu 3a 1 rom s auUaMeTpa Ha
53-92 % n BeIcOTHI Ha 58—112 % mno cpaBHEHUIO
¢ TpaauoHHBIM oTOOpoM (Resende et al., 2012).
B cenexuumonHo#l nporpamMme rHOPUIHON €11 MPH
COKpAIIEHUH CENIEKIIMOHHOTO 1UKIA Ha 25 % TMOBbI-
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meHue 3¢ eKTa CeIEKIUH I BBICOTHI COCTABUIIO
106-139 % (Ratcliffe et al., 2015). Y enu eBporneii-
ckoii 3pdexTuBHOCTH O0TOOpPA 32 1 TOX AT KO-
(duIMeHTa ypyrocTy IpeBECHHBI YBEIUYMIACH 10
69—-83 % mpu COKpaIleHNU CEJIEKIIMOHHOTO UK
Ha 50 % (Chen et al., 2018). ¥V cocHbl OOBIKHOBEH-
HOM /ISl IPU3HAKOB POCTa M Ka4eCTBA JIPEBECHHBI
IIPU COKpPAILEHUH CeJIEKIMOHHOro 1ukia Ha 50 %
ahdexTuBHOCTH 0TOOPA 32 1 TON cocTaBmia ot 50
10 90 % (Calleja-Rodriguez et al., 2019).

B 3akmroueHne OTMETHM, YTO HCIIOJIh30BaHUE
IIpU TEHOMHOM OTOOpe CeMel MmoTycnOCOB BMECTO
MOJTHBIX CHOCOB MPHUBOIUT K 3HAYUTEIILHOMY CHH-
YKEHUIO TOYHOCTH TeHOMHOTO TiporHo3a (Lenz et al.,
2017; Chen et al., 2018), 1 3T0 MOXeT OBITH CHEP-
KHUBAIOLIUM (PAaKTOPOM ISl IPUMEHEHUS ITOTO Me-
TOZa B HAIIEH CTpaHe, MOCKOJIbKY OOJbIIas 4acTh
UCTIBITATENILHBIX KYJIBTYP OCHOBHBIX JIECOOOpasy-
IOIIMX TOPOJ] 3AJI0KEHA CEMbSIMH OT CBOOOIHOTO
omnbuieHNs. PerenreM npo0ieMbl MOXKET CTaTh UC-
MOJIb30BAaHKE BETETATUBHBIX MOTOMCTB IUIFOCOBBIX
JICPEBBEB, BKIFOUCHHBIX B KJIOHOBBIC apXHBBHI.
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The literature review concerning genomic selection in forest tree breeding is given. Genomic selection is based on
relationships between phenotypic traits and genetic markers (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP). Using genomic
selection it is possible to get genomic estimated breeding value of plus tree without long tree progeny testing in field
and selection cycle is significantly shortened. Tree breeding programs with genomic selection for Scots pine Pinus
sylvestris L., lodgepole pine P. contorta Douglas ex Loudon, maritime pine P. pinaster Aiton, loblolly pine P. taeda L.,
Norway spruce Picea abies (L.) Karst., white spruce P. glauca (Moench) Voss, black spruce P. mariana (Mill.)
Britton, Sterns & Poggenb., hybrid spruce P. glauca (Moench) Voss. X P. engelmannii Parry ex Engelm., Douglas
spruce Pseudotsuga menziesii Mirb. (Franco), eucalypt Eucalyptus L’Her. and chestnut Castanea Mill. realized in
Sweden, Canada, France, United States, Brazil and New Zealand are shortly described. It is shown that genomic
selection is applied mainly for growth traits (height and diameter), quality traits of wood (microfibril angle, wood
elasticity and density), as well resistance to fungal diseases and insects. The literature data about optimal number
of DNA-markers on the accuracy of genomic prediction are presented. In general estimates of genomic prediction
for traits studied were high enough. Taken together these estimates and high economic efficiency due to shortening
of breeding cycle it is possible to conclude about prospects of genomic selection in forest tree breeding. The lack of
progeny field tests established by full-sib families is limiting factor to apply genomic selection in our country, but
clonal archives of plus trees can be used.
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