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RF: Random Forest; PLS: Partial Least Squares; LOGI: Logistic Regression

Trait Model Accuracy Sensitivity Specificity Balanced Accuracy
- RF 0.978 1 0.800 0.900
Sl PLS 0.742 0.846 0.667 0.756
40| HlE PLS 1 1 1 1
T3 LOGI 0.871 0.842 0.917 0.879
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Sample Section shape Density Height by core Weight Good
Yang_Di_1 3.5 7 2 525 Bad
Yang_Di_3 3 1.5 3 575
Yang_Di_19 1 3 4 1,000
Yang_Di_116 2 2 950
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(A) i Section shape Density Height by core Weight
Family # of samples Rank Sum
Average Rank Average Rank Average Rank Average Rank

19 16 0.908 5 0.0328 5 3.917 16 2.833 1 27

20 38 0.987 12 0.0333 3 3.719 1 2.562 2 28

1 12 0.961 9 0.0334 2 3.778 14 2.350 5 30

6 4 0.975 10 0.0257 16 3.000 5 2.550 3 34

5 1 1.000 13 0.0304 10 3.000 4 2.200 8 35

13 7 1.133 18 0.0310 9 2.000 1 1.975 10 38

15 29 0.890 3 0.0314 8 4.087 18 1.817 14 43

8 6 1.165 19 0.0281 13 2.750 3 2.063 9 44

21 34 0.900 4 0.0299 1 4.400 19 1.856 12 46

10 5 1.096 17 0.0240 17 3.667 12 2.417 4 50

22 32 0.977 1 0.0269 14 3.419 8 1.221 17 50
(B ) Family Combination Complex trait Section shape Density Height by core Weight

19 Yang_Di_53 x Yang_Di_73 2.007 0.449 0.455 0.583 0.976

5 Yang_Di_48 x Yang_Di_53 1.867 0.1 0.689 0.571 0.971

6 Yang_Di_14 x Yang_Di_19 1.617 0.486 0.376 0.499 0.563

13 Yang_Di_14 x Yang_Di_49 1.587 0.182 0.634 0.479 0.644

20 Yang_Di_23 x Yang_Di_27 1.452 0.037 0.361 0.767 0.681

10 Yang_Di_32 x Yang_Di_8 1.283 0.219 0.340 0.732 0.246

22 Yang_Di_23 x Yang_Di_24 1.248 0.173 0.269 0.558 0.551

8 Yang_Di_14 x Yang_Di_32 1.149 0.101 0.384 0.757 0.138

1 Yang_Di_3 x Yang_Di_8 1.013 0.262 0.314 0.531 0.062

15 & 21 Yang_Di_3 x Yang_Di_5 0.861 0.178 0.279 0.540 0.000
(C) Al A AF A XlC
2| Xt (F1) 7t Kt& SIEd PN
4+ 7H 19, 20, 11, 6, 5, 19, 5, 6, 13, 20 113
S 7HA 13,15, 8, 21,10, 22 10, 22, 8, 11, 15, 21 ’
et 81.82% (9/11)
Conclusion
= A=te i AlS0| tier R84 E2E HIECQRE 47K ENHIE(FY, B, JAH0| H|=F,
&)k HetEl SNP OFHE MA[SHH, 2= 7hA| S Wl Zeis F2forA| AEorL whf 28 21 Al
g A o gLl L ox S ol=3 = =

Heforl dseh oArEE S 7tso of= HIO|H 7| =5 28d= YSoIRULE =, & 9671 SNP
OHE ArEorH ndibdel i JHA| 3 Wb Xgfs dEY £ UC= AS 205N, &=

HH Sk © — = re} > O Ol o=x L- [=) A =)
Q== 0 OfL[2f Cifer HoAr=2 2 I9E 0| 3l H2 |30 FEHH 2282 = U= ALE
7|CHsiC

Acknowledgement

0= A e < S \,
H ANES 2| EAATHO| JHRIOZ =2IAITZ |7 |2 IRl "Mt U =S 1E T ARG}

/
1= A X[HE 20 HE[US(RS-2025-02216851).

INSILICOGEN
G N R

www.insilicogen.com

PET

SUABIISTILHIY

o) MIBEq ot
SEJONG UNIVERSITY



