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Genetic improvement of functional traits in dairy cattle to produce
durable cow in Thailand
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Breeding Index traits Secondary traits h? Refferences
goal traits
Production categories
Milk yield (kg.) - 0.28 Kadarmideen et al. (2003)
Fat yield (kg.) or % - 0.21 Kadarmideen et al. (2003)
Protein yield (kg.) or % - 0.19 Kadarmideen et al. (2003)
Functional categories
Health Udder Somatic Cell Score,  0.15-0.17, Martin et al. (2013), Rupp and
Udder depth 0.29 Boichard (1999)
Feet and legs Conformation, 0.08-0.11, Fatehi et al. (2003), Boelling
Locomotion 0.06-0.11 and Pollott (1998)
Reproduction Calving ease 0.10 Eaglen et al. (2013)
Longevity  Stayability - 0.03-0.08 VanRaden and Klaaskate (1993)
Length of productive life - 0.05-0.11 Tsuruta et al., 2005
Efficiency Body weight Type traits, Body 0.60, Vallimont et al. (2010), Battagin
condition score 0.11-0.26 et al. (2013)
Persistency - 0.10-0.24 Cole and Null (2009)
Feed efficiency Residual Feed 0.01-0.38, Berry and Crowley (2013),
Intake, Gross Feed 0.14-0.32 Vallimont et al., (2011),
Efficiency Spurlock et al., 2012)
Milking Milkability Milking speed, 0.10-0.42, Wiggans et al. (2007),
workability Milking Frequency, 0.02-0.16, Konig et al., 2006;
Total Milking Time 0.11-0.39 Edwards et al., 2014)
Behavior Milking temperament  0.04-0.20 Kramer et al. (2013)
Fertility Female fertility -Non-return rate 0.02-0.04 Heringstad et al. (2006)
-No. of inseminations 0.03-0.07 Tiezzi et al. (2013)
per pregnancy
-interval calving to 0.02-0.17 Abdollahi-Arpanahi et al. (2013)
1% insemination
-day open 0.02-0.16 Abdollahi-Arpanahi et al. (2013)

Source: modified from Groen et al. (1997)
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Table 2 Genome-wide significant (p,0.05) SNPs for production and functional traits in Holstein cattle

Chrom." refSNP entry SNP name Traits’ Gene or nearest Effect or p-value References

3 N/A N/A FL LEP-R25C 0.02860 Szyda et al. (2011)
ARS-BFGL-

5 N/A NGS-109711  FCS ANKRD54 0.00942 Wu et al. (2013)

. ARS-BFGL-

14 N/A FY DGAT1 4.7E-21 Jiang et al. (2010)
NGS-493

20 rs41581070 N/A MY N/A -121+£55 Chamberlain et al. (2012)

21 N/A BTB-00821654 K-CN N/A 0.00011 Schopen et al. (2011)

"N/A = not available, ' Chrom. = Chromosome Number, > FY = Fat Yield, MY = Milk Yield, FL= Functional

Longevity, K-CN = Kappa casian, FCS = Final Conformation Score.

msiszanaldszaudszng uazanaudlulylle
AARAAUTaIINAABINITUSULFINUENTTH
anuuzideinuienanualaunpamuaag
szindlneluilaqiiy
ihyaensuasiuglussdiilszina (breeding
goal in the national scale): NsNNUUAIRRLITaIA
mimuﬁuﬁ: (breeding objective) i3e huune
NIINANWUT (breeding goal) FudumeuEusuly
NIIWRUIATINUNUNITHANN UG (breeding
scheme) (Goddard, 1998) Tagiilnuunen1FaaN
WufFasszyfnenizuazannandenlomnaaiu
ﬁuﬁuﬁ’ﬁu@"ﬂwm:ﬁuj ﬁﬁﬂdﬂﬁﬁ“IJ;Uﬂﬁ:\iﬁuﬁqﬂﬁN
souiuluiiunneansuaniug L %ﬂﬁﬁmqﬂizmﬁ
weansaneusEsinulsznaves ludi e
nsuaaiugae finnsAnidanssiudsamey
e lfaensuiuauseInIsTesdnARlALLAY
rﬁu‘?‘f,nﬂﬁmuﬂqMmimm@jumﬁmmz%wﬁmﬁu
FUNUNIINAR UNN T9T36 afaRnINR a8
TAUNLAZIIALLEN @ﬂﬁﬂiﬁﬁl’]uLﬂu?qzﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁm
uenlvieanszndnadnwaiz i unnanisnaniug
AudnwouzludaiinisAniaeninaaiaiingu
wanA19iule (Goddard, 1998) ﬁaﬁuﬁﬂwmzﬁ
TdlddnenuzdAnniaamngialaansausiainnsm
windeyalddelunielfimuasiauduiugmig
Wugnasuiuansuzd Ay uAsgnalagmnsaly
Whusnanisnaniuganagnldusyneuludatinng
Anideanld (Groen et al., 1997) ANEMLLHI] i
UsznavaglusrtinisAniaansasusazilszinalu

Jaqiuniseenidy 3 nguuanq (Miglior et al.,
2005) l4un 1) aneznislinanangnldlsznay
ludginisdmdaniiefinmeldaernu
2) ﬁﬂwmmjaﬁf‘imimuu%wmmquﬁnwmzrﬁmj
Vg wiuiiunaslsrew fusuilomnainnsi
willpunARngefienaunidy uwaz 3) gunmuay
ATNLANNNIINNNNTALTUE R I S AN Uy
RNy feanansoandununsuaniauuld hausaz
dszimapiandslianisalddatinisdniaanaas
UszwmaaulunisdniaantanunnauiWuguangn
nauilinaneuLunaenauiilszAnaninnis
HARTIA Faatingii Total Performance Index (TPI)
1eanANtaalallssinAauigesEng fivinnng
FauuazUsunlgslunne 5 3 el iguanananan
Favdantauniiananadwdsneiugnesaly
Anmaizsinge 3 ngu FearulAun 1) nguanwoy
nslifnanantium 2) NANANHULLTIN19Y
UsennatuayuLlss&@nsnINNIIHAR LAY 3) NGN
ANBULITINIULILNNATLAUUFIAIN AN
anysnfiug uwasaaedinlaun lnousazngu
Anwnueiidndoulu TPI Taquiuwintu 45, 27 uay
28 iasfidus mua1aL (Holstein Association USA,
Inc., 2011) GepdnapdeiuilszinAuauAnTilLE
WEN1NA514 Lifetime Profit Index (LP1) Usznaufas
AnwnuzsnaT 3 ngu LAwA 1) nguanwoiznisli
NARBATNUY 2) NgNANEMULITIINULszIAN
AULAYUGININ ANNNANYIIRUG LAy 3) ngu
ANHUEMNuLssnaTuaYWT T nlAuN



748

Tnausiaznquaneuzidndaulu LPI faqiuwiniy
51, 34 waz 15 e fidud nuansu
mistszgnsildurunisAndendvalunlussdy
s mwzﬁ“\amﬂ‘ﬁ'ﬁwumL‘ﬂwummmmuﬁuﬁ
AABAAUWENUNATINATEN9ARLAEN MINAINNID
Usegneldasnisdnaaniialugaznaliiia
dsrlamiuniudsznisseinunisnaniug lunan
PIUNAIAE WNUNNIAALABNITRTUNANNIDE 8
BagnsANiUTihnsAlgnIsulAlaansantag
wranislifgnludouasaudunianisdaaen

WNULNERT 44 (4) : 743-752 (2559).

(selection pathway) WaaeaWawug (sire of bulls)
NeBUIUG (sire of cows) WA LNVBINENUE
Tt (Dams of bulls) asl&LuataunnlenFey
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(progeny-testing scheme) (Table 3) Schaeffer
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Table 3 Comparison of four pathways of selection between progeny-testing and genome-wide schemes.

Progeny-testing

Genomic-selection

Accuracy Generation Accuracy Generation

Pathway Selection % | r.? Interval, L® ixr i r. Interval, L ixr_
Sire of bulls 5206 0.99 6.50 2.04 2.06 0.75 1.75 1.54
Sire of cows 20 140 0.75 6.00 1.05 1.40 0.75 1.75 1.05
Dams of bulls 2242 0.60 5.00 1.45 2.42 0.75 2.00 1.82
Dams of cows 85 0.27  0.50 4.25 0.14 0.27 0.50 4.25 0.14
Total 21.75 4.68 9.75 4.55
"i = intensity, “r_= correlation between true and index, ° L = generation interval.

Source: modified from Schaeffer (2006)
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nenadndldlsunsnnfudseiugtaunluse sy
Uszinasagdsnismaaaugn (progeny testing)
(nquAdanazlssiiuiugnasudnd, 2554) Faifly
IﬂiLmimmiﬂi”‘uﬂgﬁﬁuﬂmuuﬁﬁﬁunumﬂam@u
n1rgenaanauldiaaeNtuIundIaziuNadsa
(Hayes and Goddard, 2010) agnslsinialu
anandulndivnnansnsanasmalsslamiann
dayaalunidniunislssiduiugnesndnenenig
Iiuananuazanyuzdminenululauld Andn
azgnansatetiuszazinansLiudgeiuglaunly
szdulszmAlfdatimnalussazinandududl
ﬂixaw%mwmnﬁmmzﬁﬁunuﬂizﬂfﬂummmrﬁ'w
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A (Scheffer, 2006) L"’fifaqmﬂmmmﬂixaﬂm“lﬁﬁ
nanaNugansidsAnaanunalunlultlsunsy
miﬂa?uﬂ@aﬁuﬁimum:ﬁuﬂi:mﬁi@w’%\imiﬁnm
ANd LS RaeavnATLY (genome-wide associ-
ate studies) ¥TaN1AAAENITIAIUN (genomic
selection) TuUssiAUNIIAALADNITIAIUNEUFY
deziiuiugnesuidulsdnszaudssinAnes
ANBULNNTIHANRALATANEULTMINULTTIAN
auayusine 5 Ussinmilendnualauuamuly
malfiRaandiznsiifiduneulsigennduden
Hauusiugnlunistsziiugs 1afuniseeniuly
sefuaina AEn19denanalaunasnisdssiiin
Wu’qmim%ﬁ‘ﬁuuLmu%um'amﬁm (single-step
procedure) aaaldsunsy PreGSFI0 way
PostGSFO0 (Misztal et al., 2012) wazlugdaunis
AnAuduiugnaanialun vise GWAS lu
AUIARBIATEIL SNPs chip WLLIWIALAN (small
panel) Wzﬁwi‘”uﬁmﬁﬂﬂ‘iﬁuuwrmmﬁui{ﬁﬁmm
AR RUgNITNAT AL HaNAN iR s
Fnsuaniuganfidefmrenwunaluadusios
Haluldwiugalunaanssfnuanwoi s
AnEnizANANIN LI e AN UL T T T
g meaduslnaliilquanaestauiase T
anasududacldintesilofaaiialuddasidu
\R819714 (Bonfatti et al., 2011)
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zﬁ“ﬂwmzL%qﬁﬁmulﬁ'aunﬂﬂa:mwmﬂﬁqéu 5
ﬂizmwwudwﬁmﬁmmﬁugmimghﬁwﬁwﬁqﬂm
naNendUAN UL Ul ssInnadLauNIg
ﬁwmlﬁf;muLmzﬂﬁzaw‘%mwmmamﬁm,ui“luma
a9 nsdfudgeiugnasuanmaizsidaineululaug
deAnualauupsuitauauTElun T nanas
anuane Sgunn pouauysalituds anidudes
Tdnanaesnsdiul aiugdnslaiunnisuaniug
FadmiAenuuuAANLAZLUUATUN Aufu
dszmalnanudnfaonuduldlalunisdfulg
WUGNITNANHULITN U sTnatiuayunig
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