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Analysis of Genetic Diversity of Chinese Six Goat Breeds by Microsatelite Mar kers
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Abgract : Thirty microsatellite loci were used to analyze the genetic diversity of 240 goats of Chi-
nese six populationsincluding Aerbas , Erlangshan, Wuzhumugin, Alashan, Liaoning and Shan-
nan white goat. Based on the allele frequency , we calculated that mean heterozygosity (He) were
from Q. 367 to 0. 467 ; mean polymorphism information contents(PIC) from Q. 533 to 0. 639 and
mean eff ective number of alleles(Ne)from 2 571 to 4 915 Genetic variation within breed and a
mong breeds were analyzed in the study. We clustered the NJ tree according to the Nei standard
genetic distances, the result showed that Sx goat breeds were divided into two clusters. The
study provides some clue for conservation and utilization of goat breed in the future.
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Table 1 The average heterozygosity and the mean locus het-
erozygosity of the 6 goat populations with 30 micro-
satdlite loci

He
B TC D TE TF

Loci

BM1818 0954 1000 0 775 0932 1 000 1 000
INEA 063 0.000 0.022 0 000 0 000 O 200 O 050
BM 023 0090 0204 0.000 0 091 0 000 O 100
BMC875 0681 083 0275 0796 0 350 0 525
FCB 203 0.250 0 136 0250 0. 068 0. 400 O 275
FCB 193 0.545 0409 0 050 0. 477 0 750 O 825
BMS6404 0227 0273 0375 0273 0100 0 250
BMS312 0023 0000 0 000 0. 000 0 000 O 375
BM6444 0000 0 000 0 000 0 000 O 000 O. 000
BM6526 0523 0.273 0.650 0 659 0 300 0 525
MB067 0.363 0 704 0 475 0. 38 0 500 0. 000
BM3033 0944 0977 0.675 0977 0 600 0 975
BMS1678 0.568 0.545 0 000 0 114 0. 300 0 300
BMS1714 0182 0.273 0175 0523 0 150 0 450
BMS1943 0.455 0.432 0400 0591 0 350 O 400
BMS1248 0. 477 0.523 0225 0386 0 100 0 250
BMS1290 0091 0205 0225 0227 0 100 0 525
MAF70 0.341 0.250 0.575 0.091 0 350 O 400
BMS1724 0386 0. 182 0550 0 159 0 250 0 300
BMSI335 0.925 0.727 0 300 0988 0.889 0 000
BM1236 0933 0.897 0.988 0 955 0 850 0. 899
BM315 0864 0977 085 0500 0 900 O 725
BMS1206 0.523 0.977 0500 0 88 0 000 O. 975
MAF65 0159 0. 136 0 275 0 455 0.000 O 050
SRCRSP23 0.000 0.318 0000 0 296 0. 000 O 000
BMS1004 0.545 0.409 0350 0545 0 350 0. 675
BM1225 0977 1000 0.925 088 1 000 0. 825
BM3413 0272 0.091 0 000 0 068 0. 000 O 100
BMC3224 0.613 0455 0.400 0.091 0 450 O 625
BM$74 0613 0614 0400 0 727 0 600 O 675
Mean 0456 0467 0.367 0439 0 398 0 439
H , TA. , TB.
,TC , TD. ,TE
TR )

H indicates the average heterozygodty within breeds,
TA. Erlangshan cashmere goat, TB. Alashan cashmere goat,
TC Wuwzhumugin, TD. Aerbas cashmere goat, TE Liaoning

cashmere goat , TE Shannan cashmere goat (same with below)

Dcoa
NJ
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Table2 The pdymor phism information conentsvalue of the 6
gaat populations in the 30 microsatellite loci

PIC
D B TA TF TC TE

Loci

BM1818 0790 0 769 0.875 0 754 0. 840 0 582
INEA 063 0 198 0.493 0289 0561 0 528 0 482
BM 023 0.554 0474 0 441 0651 O 442 0 406
BMC875 0398 0713 0722 0770 0 720 0O 655
FCB 203 0344 0719 0371 039% 0 607 0 645
FCB 193 0630 0713 0748 0591 0 618 0 477
BMS6404 0.599 0.665 0549 0628 0 658 0 306
BMS312 0152 0231 0179 0615 0 164 0 365
BM6444 0562 0526 0 182 0 409 0 548 O 406
BM6526 0 779 0.626 0 706 0 766 O 719 0 331
MB0O67 0.784 0.817 0783 0690 0 793 0 806
BM3033 0739 0792 0781 0719 0 817 0 646
BMS1678 0645 0.670 0 776 0 477 0. 000 O 337
BMS1714 0 756 0.225 0451 0 550 0 559 0 360
BMSI1943 0.601 0.595 065 0 602 0 559 0 247
BMS1248 0 853 0 767 0 647 0 610 0 601 O 247
BMS1290 0 559 0665 0 578 0 617 0 615 0 593
MAF70 0413 0751 0648 0 701 0 809 0 667
BMS1724 0675 0764 0 787 0 762 0 829 0 697
BMS1335 0709 0578 0.685 0 555 0 628 0. 692
BM1236 Q779 0795 0 774 0589 0 691 0 603
BM315 0679 0617 0503 0 798 0 604 0O 748
BMS1206 0.826 0.643 0757 0 746 0 712 0 685
MAF65 0764 0.459 0551 0 792 0. 685 0. 528
SRCRSP23 0604 0.688 0672 0 410 0 673 0 365
BMS1004 0 730 0.677 0804 0 849 0 688 0 397
BM1225 0817 0 711 0847 0 842 0 787 0 753
BM3413 0828 0559 0630 0501 0 524 0 555
BMC3224 0.631 0 726 0 647 0. 448 0 604 0O 703
BMS74 0709 0746 0 735 0 716 0 687 0 406
Mean 0637 0639 0626 0637 0 624 0 533

Nei NJ
6 2

,Barker®
25 , 50,
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Table 3 The effective numbers of allelic the 6 sheep popula-
tions on the 30 microsatdlite | oci

Loci

D

B

TA TF TC

TE

BM1818 21 999

INEA 063
BM 023
BMC 875
FCB 203
FCB 193
BM S6404
BM 812
BM6444
BM6526
MBO67
BM3033
BMS1678
BMS1714
BMS1943
BM S1248
BM S1290
MAF70
BMS1724
BMS1335
BM1236
BM315

1 000
1 100
3 143
1 333
2 200
1 29
1 023
1 000
2 095
1571
17. 930
2 316
1 222
1 833
1913
1 100
1 517
1 629
13 458
14. 970
7. 333

BMS1206 2 095
MAF65 1 189
SRCRSP23 1 000
BMS1004 2 200
BM1225 22 386
BM3413 1 375
BMC3224 2 588
BMS574 2 588
Mean 4 614

16. 667
1 020
1 250
8 333
1 163
1 695
1 298
1 000
1 000
1 298
3 448
20. 000
2 222
1 389
1 786
2 128
1 266
1 333
1234
3 704
16. 667
16. 667
14 285
1 163
1471
1 695
16. 667
1111
1 852
2 632
4 915

14. 286 14 285
1 000 1 250
1111 1 000
5000 1 563
1 073 1 667
1754 4 167
1429 1111
1 000 1 000
1 000 1 000
2941 1 428
1 667 2 000
16 667 2 500
1136 1429
2128 1176
2500 1 538
1667 1111
1299 1111
1111 1 538
2222 1250 1 333
1 428 20 000 16 667
12 820 20. 000 12 315
6250 2 000 6 667
2 000 8 333 10 000
1428 1 852 1 000
1 000 1429 1 000
1538 2222 1 538
13 333 9 091 11 862
1 000 1073 1 000
1667 1111 1 818
1 667 3 704 2 500
2571 4361 3619

4. 545
1 000
1 000
1 389
1 333
1 053
1 613
1 000
1 000
2 941
1 923
3 125
1 000
1219
1 667
1 299
1 298
2 380

16. 667
1 053
1111
2 127
1 389
5 882
1 333
1 613
1 000
2 128
1 000
13 158
1 428
1 818
1 667
1 333
2 128
1 667
1 428
1 000
11 111
3 704
16 667
1 053
1 000
3125
5 882
1111
2 703
3 125
3 680

4 6

Table 4 CGenetic distances between 6 sheep populations

T e L e
ZAR1LKIL E Erlangshan

_1:551&§%M$ Alashan
BRI Wuzhumuqin

. B TC TD TE TF
Populations
TA 0.544 0.607 0488 0531 0521
B 0. 168 0.643 0 545 0.628 0. 599
TC 0.153 0 133 0.608 0 604 0O 514
TD 0184 0 160 O 142 0. 556 0. 642
TE 0164 0 134 0 147 0 154 0. 478
TF 0185 0 165 0. 198 0. 156 0. 202
Ds; Dcoa

Above diagonal : Né standand genentic distance(Ds) ; Below
diagonal : Dcoa genetic distance(Dcoa)

BEE I 103 Shannan
TSI Liaoning
4 Dcoa 6 NJ
Fig. 4 NJ phylogenetic tree of 6 goat populations by
Dcoa
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