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INTRODUCTION 

Recent advances in molecular biology, principally 

in the development of polymerase chain reaction 
(PCR) for  amplifying  dioxy ribonucleic acid 

(DNA), DNA sequencing and data analysis, 

have resulted in powerful techniques which are 
used for the screening, characterization and 

evaluation of genetic diversity. The extensive 

number of research information describing the 
use of these techniques on wide range of animal 

species and diversity problems, is a testimony to 

their increasing impact in this field (Karp and 

Edwards, 1996). The increasing availability of 
molecular tools for genomic studies had 

improved genetic information on livestock 

species for improved utilization and management 
(FAO, 2015). Genetic improvement of livestock 

depends on access to genetic variation and 

effective methods of exploiting this variation. 
Genetic diversity constitutes a buffer against 

changes in the environment and is a key in 

selection and breeding for adaptation and 

production on a range of environments. In 

developed countries, breeding programs are 

base upon performance and molecular 
evaluation records and this has led to substantial 

improvement in animal production. Developing 

countries however, have distinct disadvantages 

for setting up successful breeding programs. 
Infrastructure needed for performance testing is 

normally lacking, herd sizes are normally small, 

variability between farms, farming systems and 
seasons are large. Reproductive efficiency is 

low, due mainly to poor nutrition and 

management especially in cattle, communal 
grazing and pasture breeding precluding 

implementation of systematic breeding and 

genetic evaluation programs. 

The global action plan for Animal Genetic 
Resources according to FAO (2007) noted that 

understanding the diversity, distribution, basic 

characteristics, comparative performance and 
the current status of each country‟s animal 

genetic resources are essential for their efficient 

and sustainable use. Development and 
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conservation, complete national inventories, 

supported by periodic monitoring of trends and 
associated risks, are basic requirement for the 

effective management of animal genetic 

resources. Without such information, some 
breed populations and unique characteristics 

they contain may decline significantly, or be 

lost, before their values are recognized and 

measures taken to conserve them. According to 
Sylvester (1998) recombinant deoxyribonucleic 

acid (DNA) technology has found use in human 

medicine, in Agriculture and in industry. The 
application of this technology in human 

medicine has essentially been in three general 

areas, greater understanding of cancer-producing 
genes (onco genesis), which incidentally are 

carried by everybody. Production of chemically 

active compounds such as hormones (for 

example, insulin for diabetics and growth 
hormone), growth factors, antibodies, vaccines, 

antibiotics, interferon‟s and anti-hemophilic 

factors for example, Factors VIII and  gene 
therapy, (insertion of functional foreign genes to 

treat or ameliorate certain genetic disorder). 

In agriculture, genetically engineered 

microorganisms are being used to produce feed 
additives, such as amino acids, vitamins and 

growth promoters.  The greatest potential of this 

technology in agriculture is perhaps in the 
production of genetically engineered plants and 

animals with desirable characters. For instance, 

in-corporation of the growth hormone gene into 
the genome of domestic animals to improve 

their growth rate. Genetically engineered 

organisms are referred to as transgenics (FAO, 

2015). No doubt, the production of plants and 
animals through recombinant DNA technology 

raises a number of ethical questions. Moreover, 

in developed countries where sophisticated 
biotechnology laboratories and industries which 

use this technology have increased considerably, 

there are government regulations governing both 
research in this area and also the release of 

genetically engineered organisms into the 

environment (FAO, 2015). Recombinant DNA 

technology also has considerable contributed to 
various industries, such as food processing and 

chemical industries. Genetically engineered 

micro-organisms can produce enzymes such as 
amylases, and also alcohol, amino acids and 

vitamins. Commercial products like cosmetics, 

textiles, dyes, detergents and oils may be more 

cheaply produced by genetic engineering than 
by synthetic methods (FAO, 2015). 

Molecular characterization of animal genetic 

resources though efficient in developed 

countries, it applications in developing countries 

are hindered. The objective of this study is to 
review the challenges and potential of 

application of molecular characterization of 

animal genetic resources in developing 
countries. To highlight avenues that could be 

exploited to put these technologies to use in 

developing countries. 

CHARACTERIZATION OF ANIMAL GENETIC 

RESOURCES 

Characterization of animal genetic resources 

encompasses all activities associated with 
the identification, quantitative and qualitative 

description and documentation of breed 

populations, their natural habitats and 
production systems to which they are or are not 

adapted to (FAO, 2007). The objective of 

characterization is to increase knowledge of 

Animal Genetic Resources (AnGR), their 
abundance, and potentials for future uses, in 

wider environments (FAO, 1984; Rege, 1992). 

Characterization activities should contribute to 
objective and reliable prediction of animal 

performance in defined environments, so as to 

allow a comparison of the potential performance 
of different types of AnGR within the various 

production systems found in a country or region 

(FAO, 2015). Developing countries are endow 

with the majority of the global domestic animal 
diversity-landraces, strains or breeds. Some 

livestock breeds in these countries are not 

characterized, their genetic resources are 
unknown ,such that others are endangered, some 

had extricated, others that survived are either 

highly threatened or endangered through 

indiscriminate crossbreeding or destruction of 
the environment that enhanced their continued 

survival. The importance of indigenous 

livestock breeds lies in their adaptation to local 
biotic and a biotic stresses and to traditional 

husbandry systems.  However, most of these 

animal genetic resources are still not 
characterized and boundaries between distinct 

populations are unclear. In such case breeds 

distinctions are defined on the basis of 

subjective data and information obtain from 
local communities (FAO, 2015). Reliance on 

these criteria as a basis for classification for 

utilization and/or conservation may be 
misleading, as  historical evidences are  not 

always accurate, relying as it often does, on 

subjective judgments. Archival research can 
reveal much about the original morphological 

type of a breed or strain but it‟s molecular 

genetic evidence which is factual and precise 
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cannot be characterize by this method. It is in 

this sphere that molecular characterization of 
animal genetic resources has an important role 

(Rege, 1995). 

The term “surveying” is typically used in the 
context of national efforts to obtain data on the 

size of breed population (FAO, 1999).  Breed 

identification may involve surveying and 

characterization.  A “survey” may collect a 
range of different types of AnGR-related data, 

while characterization, broadly defined, includes 

the task of obtaining data on population sizes. A 
survey that provides, for the first time, sufficient 

data to estimate the size of a national breed 

population is often referred to as a “baseline 
survey” (FAO, 2011). At national level, 

surveying and characterization comprise the 

identification and description of the respective 

country‟s AnGR, including their population 
sizes and structure, geographical distributions 

and production environments, as well as 

environmental threats that change over time. 
Characterization is typically differentiated into 

two categories; phenotypic characterization and 

molecular characterization (FAO, 2015). 

Phenotypic Characterization 

The term phenotypic characterization of animal 

genetic resources generally refers to the process 

of identifying distinct breed populations and 
describing their external and performance 

characteristics within given production 

environments. The process involves desk work 
in gathering existing data, as well as field work 

recording information (descriptions, photos and 

trait measurements) for sampled animals. The 

term “production environment”, in this context, 
refers not only to the “natural” environment 

(climate, terrain, etc), but also to management 

practices and the uses to which the animals are 
put.  Broadly defined, it can also be taken to 

include social and economic factors such as 

market orientation, marketing opportunities and 
gender issues. Recording the geographical 

distribution of breed populations is considered 

to be an integral part of phenotypic 

characterization (FAO, 2015). Phenotypic 
characterization is used to identify and 

document diversity within and between distinct 

breeds, based on their observable attributes 
(FAO, 2012a). Phenotypic characterization, may 

includes information on body biometry, 

performance, strategies for adaptation, unique 

testing. Unless we know the accurate physical 
and biometric characters between and within 

geographic locations, populations, animal 

husbandry practices, utility of the particular 

animal breed which influence these traits their 
overall improvement cannot be properly 

designed.                                                          

Body shapes measured objectively could 
improve selection for growth by enabling the 

breeder to recognize early-maturing and late-

maturing animals of different size (Brown et al., 

1974; 1993). Significant differences in different 
body measurement traits due to age and sex 

were reported by many workers in different 

breeds and species. In cattle (Gilbert et al., 
1993; Shahin et al., 1995; Pundir et al., 

2007a,b,c, 2008; Singh et al., 2008; and Yakubu 

et al., 2009), in Egyptian buffalo (Shahin et al., 
1993). In horses (Biedermann and Schmucker 

1989; Jakubec et al.,1999; Miserani et al., 2002; 

and Sadek et al., 2006). In sheep. (Salako et 

al.,2006).  The guidelines on phenotypic 
characterization (FAO, 2012b) offer advice on 

how to conduct a well-targeted and cost-

effective phenotypic characterization study and 
provide an overview of the concepts and 

approaches that underpin phenotypic 

characterization. FAO, (2012) also provides 

practical guidance on planning and 
implementing of field work, data management 

and data analysis. Generic data collection 

formats for phenotypic characterization of major 
livestock species, as well as a frame work for 

recording data on breeds‟ production 

environments are also included.  It encompasses 
the following activities:   

Describing the geographical distribution of the 

targeted breeds and if possible the size and 

structure of their populations; 

 Assessing the breeds‟ phenotypic 

characteristics, including physical features 

and appearance, economic traits (e.g growth, 

reproduction and product yield/quality) and 
some measures (e.g range) of variation in 

these traits-the focus is generally on 

productive and adaptive attributes; 

 Obtaining images of typical adult males and 

females, as well as herds or flocks in their 

typical production environment; 

 Gathering information on the breeds‟ origin 

and development; 

 Describing any known functional and genetic 

relationships with other breed within or 
outside the respective country; 

 Describing the biophysical and management 

environment(s) in which thebreeds are kept; 
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 Documenting the breeds‟ responses to 

environmental stressors such as disease and 

parasite challenge, climatic extremes and 
poor feed quality, along with any other 

special characteristics related to adaptation; 

and 

 Cataloguing and relevant indigenous 

knowledge (including gender-specific 

knowledge) related to the breeds and their 

management. 

Many of these tasks can be accomplished 
through desk work or by consulting breeders or 

other stakeholders. The clearest exceptions are 

items 2 and 3, which require recording of data 
on a representative sample of live animals 

directly in their production environments. 

Molecular Characterization 

Recent advances in the field of genomic 

technology have constituted a major innovation 

in livestock production. The increasing 

availability of molecular tools had deeply 
affected the studies of livestock species are their 

management (FAO, 2015).  Molecular 

characterization or genetic characterization 
therefore, can be defined as the complementary 

procedures used to unravel the genetic basis of 

phenotypes, their patterns of inheritance from 
one generation to the next, within-breed genetic 

structure and levels of variability, and 

relationships between breeds (FAO, 2015). The 

first state of the World‟s Animal Genetic 
Resources for Food and Agriculture (first Sow-

AnGR) (FAO, 2007c) noted that the main rates 

of molecular technologies in the characterization 
of Animal Genetic Resources include: 

 Assessing functional and neutral genetic 

variability within and between populations, 

including investigation of their history 

(domestication, expansion or reduction of the 
population size, migrations, introgression 

episodes, etc);  

 Assessing the current state of a population in 

terms of risks related to inbreeding and 
genetic drift, using estimators such as 

effective population size; and 

 Genetic characterization of traits (e.g. 

physical appearance, productivity, disease 
resistance and other adaptability traits) 

specific to given populations. 

FAO, (2012) reports highlighted the following 

three (3) ongoing developments in molecular 
biology as being particularly relevant to Animal 

Genetic Resources Management: 

 The establishment of whole genome 

sequences for various livestock species; 

 The development of technologies for 

measuring polymorphisms at loci spread 
across the entire genome; and  

 The development of technologies for 

measuring gene transcription and expression 

on a large scale. 

Since the first state of the World‟s Animal 

Genetic Resources for food and Agriculture was 

prepared, the list of species whose genomes 

have been sequenced has continued to grow 
(FAO, 2015). The costs of genotyping and 

sequencing have declined sharply during these 

periods. High density SNP arrays, allowing the 
simultaneous assay of several tens of thousands 

to several hundreds of thousands of SNPs, are 

available for use in livestock species at a cost of 
US $100 or less if a relatively large number of 

individuals are sequenced. Genomes can be 

sequenced for less than US$3,000 each with 

moderate coverage “eight-fold” ( coverage-
meaning that, on average, each position in the 

genome is sequenced eight times). Sequencing 

smaller fraction of genomes (restriction site 
associated DNA sequencing –RAD-sequence) 

can be used directly in the characterization of 

individual animals (this is termed “genotyping 
by sequencing”) (De Donato et al., 2013). 

Similarly, the development of tools capable of 

assaying a high density of transcripts and even 

direct transcriptome sequencing (also known as 
“RNA-seq” – short of RNA sequencing), has 

increased the capacity to study gene expression 

and hence unravel the complex physiological 
regulation of target traits (D‟ Alessandro and 

Zola, 2012). 

The guidelines on Molecular characterization 

(FAO, 2015) include a short overview of 
progress in molecular characterization of 

Animal Genetic resources over the preceding 

two decades and prospect for the future. FAO, 
(2015) guidelines also provide practical advice 

for researchers wishing to undertake a molecular 

characterization study. The guidelines 
emphasize the importance of obtaining high-

quality and representative biological samples 

that yield standardized data that can be 

integrated into analyses on an international 
scale. With respect to biological samples, the 

guide-lines suggest the collection of samples 

from at least 40 animals from across the 
geographic range of the breed. Blood has 

traditionally been the most frequently sampled 

material, but tissue and hair are gaining 
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popularity. Equipment has been developed for 

sampling ear tissues during the process of 
tagging animals for identification purposes. This 

approach efficiently combines animal 

identification with sample, collection and links 
the identification number of the animal to the 

containers in which the tissue sample is captured 

and stored.  The material in the sampling tubes 

can also be cryo-preserved and stored in a gene 
bank for possible use in population regeneration 

through cloning via somatic cell nuclear transfer 

(FAO, 2012b). Ideally, for maximum efficiency, 
phenotypic and molecular genetic characterization 

activities should be combined, so that body 

measurements and other relevant traits can be 
recorded from the same animals on which 

biological samples are taken. Recording 

geographic coordinates for each animal from 

which samples and measurements are taken 
facilitates the description of their production 

environments, as the coordinates can be linked 

to other geo-referenced datasets. A variety of 
biotechnological tools are available for assaying 

the DNA collected during molecular 

characterization. Lists of the standard 

international society for Animal Genetics-FAO 
Advisory Group panels of micro-satelite 

markers for nine common livestock species are 

included in the guidelines on molecular genetic 
characterization (FAO, 2011b). These panels 

are, however, limited to the characterization of 

neutral genetic variability. 

BREED POPULATION SURVEY 

According to FOA (2015) breed survey provides 

the bulk of information needed to establish a 
breed‟s risk status. An effective baseline survey 

at national level will establish a reliable estimate 

of the size, structure and geographical distribution 
of the breeds population and regular monitoring 

will record how these change over time.  If the 

breed is present in more than one country 

(transboundary breed), national surveys in all 
countries where it is present will be needed in 

order to obtain an accurate estimate of its global 

population size (a breed‟s international distribution 
and global risk status may be factors to consider 

in decision making at national level but 

knowledge of those factors should clearly not be 
regarded as a pre-requisite for action). Analysis 

of data from molecular characterization studies 

allows inferences to be drawn not only on the 

present genetic structure of a breed population, 
but also on the breed‟s history. Molecular 

characterization can also be used to refine 

knowledge about trans boundary populations by 
contributing to the identification of breeds that 

have different names but show little differentiation 

at the genetic level. The relative utility value of 
a breed for food and agriculture will depend on 

a combination of factors and can be assessed on 

the basis of the results of phenotypic 
characterization studies that record performance, 

adaptability and product quality, along with 

descriptions of the production environments in 

which the animals are kept. Phenotypic 
characterization will also provide an indication 

of the breed‟s genetic distinctiveness, as unique 

traits can be expected to have a significant 
genetic basis.  Molecular characterization can 

confirm this differentiation with respect to 

functional genes and extend it to “neutral” areas 
of the genome that are not subject to the forces 

of selection. A combination of phenotypic 

characterization (including information on 

production environments) and molecular 
characterization will indicate a breed‟s adaptive 

traits and provide some indication of the 

biological basis for the observed characteristics. 
Studies will ideally also note any particular 

historical or cultural significance of the breeds 

targeted. Molecular characterization can help in 

the evaluation of a breed‟s potential for genetic 
improvement.  For simply inherited traits 

controlled by a single locus or a few well-

defined loci, molecular analyses can determine 
whether a given breed carries the most 

favourable allele(s) and at what frequency. The 

situation is more complicated for quantitative 
traits, because such traits are influenced by 

many genes-and few of these genes have been 

identified. However, genetic variation is 

essential for genetic improvement, and 
molecular characterization can be used to obtain 

a general assessment of a breed‟s genetic 

variability. An approach of this kind relies on 
the assumption that overall genetic variation 

(which includes variation for neutral loci that do 

not influence traits) is proportional to the 
variation for trait-influencing loci. As noted 

above, description of the production environment 

is an essential element of phenotypic 

characterization. It can allow inferences to be 
drawn regarding a breed‟s potential for 

improvements, particularly whether or not its 

genetic potential is being constrained by the 
environment (natural conditions or management 

capacity). Describing the production environment 

in which a breed has been raised for many years 

can also serve as an indirect means of 
characterizing its adoptive traits, based on the 

assumption that, over the years, the breed will 

have become adopted to the conditions in which 
it is kept. A description of the production 
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environment in the broad sense may include an 

assessment of marketing opportunities and 
current and potential future demand for product 

or services provided by breeds and thereby 

provide information that can be used in planning 
their future management. 

Since the first state of the World‟s Animal 

Genetic Resources for food and Agriculture was 

prepared, the list of species whose genomes 
have been sequenced has continued to grow. It 

includes:- 

 Chicken             -                2004 

 Sheep         -                2010 

 Cattle         -                2009 

 Horse         -                2009 

 Pig          -                2012 

 Rabbit         -                  2009 

 Turkey         -                  2009 

 Goat         -                2013. 

Source: FAO, 2015. 

Techniques for Molecular Characterization 

Progress in sequencing techniques and the 

opportunities offered by the development of 

high-density marker arrays have considerably 
improved the availability of DNA information 

over the last ten years, both in terms of number 

of markers identified and in terms of cost of 
genotyping. (FAO, 2015). Until recently, 

microsatellites remained one of the most popular 

types of marker in genetic characterization studies 

(Lonstra et al., 2012), used for example in 
projects such as (“Global Div”), which ran from 

2007 to 2010 and combined microsatellite 

datasets from various diversity studies from 
different parts of the world (Ajmone-Marsan et 

al., 2010). Microsatellite data continue to be 

used especially in developing countries 
(Abdullah et al., 2012; Azam et al., 2012) and in 

the context of conservation and priority setting 

at regional level (Medugorae et al., 2011, Ginja 

et al., 2013). However, they are increasingly 
being superseded by the use of SNP marker 

arrays (FAO, 2015).With the advent of next-

generation sequencing, mitogenomics (analysis 
of the whole mitochondrial genome rather than a 

limited frequent of mitochondrial DNA) can be 

routinely used in livestock species, including 

less intensively studied species such as goats 
(Doro et al., 2010) and Horses (Achilli et al., 

2012). The recent generation of whole genome 

reference sequences for many livestock species 
has allowed “population genetics” to become 

“population genomics”. According to FAO, 

(2015) Population genomics uses large sets of 

single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) to 

study specific variations across the genome and 
determine how they have been shaped by the 

history (e.g changes in population size, 

selection, and cross-breeding) of livestock 
populations. SNPs can be assigned to various 

classes (neutral vs genic, intron vs. exon or 

synonymous vs non-synonymous), which 

provides opportunities for more detailed 
analysis of diversity (a) (FAO, 2015). The past 

decade has also witnessed a revolution in 

sequencing technologies that has led to the 
development of various platforms for DNA and 

RNA sequencing, known collectively as next-

generation sequencing technologies (Metzker, 
2010 and Davey et al., 2011).  These  tools can 

rapidly provide sequence data in the form of 

short reads (sequenced DNA fragments between 

100 and 400 base pairs long on average) that 
collectively cover the  whole genome of a 

sample (or a transcriptome of a particular organ) 

several times. Identifying SNPs from this type 
of data is relatively easy, provided that a 

reference sequence (Marker) has been 

established (Nielsen et al., 2011) which is the 

case for most livestock species (Norman et al., 
2013) and these approaches may prove useful 

for less common livestock species. 

High-density SNP panels are now widely used 
for Genome-wide Association Studies (GWAS), 

genomic prediction and population genomic 

analyses. However, the preliminary phase, i.e 
SNP discovery or SNP selection from databases, 

is critical. If data have not been obtained 

randomly, standard estimators of population 

genetic parameters should be applied with 
caution. Non-randon selection may occur if SNP 

sets are derived for use on a given set of breeds 

but later used on other breeds or if SNP sets are 
filtered to meet certain criteria (e.g a minimum 

allele frequency).  Many current tools are 

affected by both these factors, as they have been 
developed primarily using widely used 

international trans boundary breeds and with the 

use of SNP-filtering criteria. Such protocols bias 

the distribution of allelic frequencies relative to 
what would be expected in a random sample 

(FAO, 2015). The resulting inaccuracy in 

estimation of genetic parameters is known as 
“ascertainment bias” (FAO, 2015). Bias caused 

by problems of this kind is probably present in 

most commercial and ready-to-use medium-and 

high-density SNP panels currently available for 
use in livestock species.  Unbiased estimates of 

the absolute genetic diversity (i.e the nucleotide 

diversity) of a population can, in theory, be 
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obtained only via whole genome sequencing. 

Statistical approaches that explicitly account for 
the methods used in SNP discovery and sample 

preparation have been developed for use when 

undertaking various kinds of population genetics 
analyses with SNPs (Nielsen et al., 2011; Kofler 

at el., 2011).  Large-scale projects have also 

started to harvest genome-wide information for 

use in characterizing livestock population at 
national or international scale, including studies 

on cattle (Gautier et al., 2010), sheep (Kijas et 

al., 2012), horses (Mccoy et al., 2014, Orlando 
et al., 2013), pigs  (Groenen et al., 2012), 

chickens (Weigend et al., 2015) and goats 

(Dong et al., 2013) 

It is important to note that although cost per 

SNP is low relative to microsatellites (and 

decreases with the number of SNPs analysed) 

the costs of high-density-assays-as of 2015 
US$50 to US$200 and depending heavily on the 

number of arrays purchased – are nonetheless 

prohibitive for many applications. Costs 
continue to decline, however, and financially 

realistic options are likely to eventually become 

available for most situations. This being said, 

even if lower cost genotyping assays become 
available, the bioinformatics infrastructure in 

most developing countries will still require 

further development. Both the sheer amount of 
raw data and the complexity of analytical 

models are several orders of magnitude larger 

than those associated with microsatellite-based 
analyses.  This is true for work with SNP arrays 

data, but even more so for work with sequence 

data. Further studies are in the process of 

identifying millions of SNP and haphotypes 
(specific allelic combinations for a given set of 

loci) and also other sequence variants such as 

insertion-deletion polymorphisms (InDels) and 
copy number variants (CNV)  (FAO, 2015). 

Novel sequencing technologies are continuously 

evolving, accompanied by a drop in cost per 
sequenced genome. Allele frequency differences 

and diversity measurers derived from them can 

be obtained in-expensively by sequencing 

pooled DNA from multiple individuals from a 
population (Qanbari et al., 2012). Sooner or 

later, sequence-based approaches will become 

the standard methodology for generating data 
for use in livestock diversity studies.  

Marker information will become even more 

useful when linked to biological background 

information available in specialized databases.  
Information about marked genes and their 

functions is available in the Ensemble database 

(among others) for many livestock species.  

Information on quantitative trait loci (QTL) is 

collected in the Animal QTL database and 
genomic pathway information is available 

through KEGG. In making systemic use of such 

information will allow a shift from a purely 
statistical assessment of genetic diversity to a 

more informative functional approach. Some of 

the recently developed molecular tools or 

techniques and their potential application in 
conservation of animal resources includes: 

DNA Sequencing 

DNA sequencing is the determination of the 
order of the nucleotide bases – A (adenine), G 

(guanine), C (cytosine) and T (Thymine) present 

in a target molecule of DNA. Early work that 
was developed for the identification and 

characterization of clinically important bacterial 

stains has made it possible to obtain DNA 

sequences within a few days (Hultman et al., 
1989 and Brytting et al., 1992) 

Conventional Sequencing Technique 

Currently, dye-terminator sequencing technique 
is the standard method in automated sequencing 

analysis (Olsvik et al., 1993). The dye-

terminator sequencing method, along with 

automated high-throughput DNA sequence 
analyzers, is now being used for the vast 

majority of sequencing work. The basic 

technique related with dye terminator 
sequencing and phylo genetic analysis shows 

that dye-terminator sequence utilizes labeling of 

the chain terminator NTPs, which allows 
sequencing in a single reaction, rather than four 

reactions as in previously used labeled-primer 

method.  In dye-terminator sequencing, the four 

dideoxynycleotide chain terminators are labeled 
with fluorescent dyes, each with a different 

wavelength of fluorescent emission. The main 

advantages of this technique are its robustness, 
automation and high accuracy (>98%). On the 

other hand, the limitations of this technique 

include dye effects due to differences in the 
incorporation of the dye labeled chain 

terminators into the DNA fragment. Such 

incorporation of dye can result in unequal peak 

heights and shapes in the electronic DNA 
sequence trace chromatogram after capillary 

electrophoresis.  Another drawback is its 

inability to handle long sequences; however, it 
can be reliably sequence up to approximately 

900 nucleotide long DNA fragments in a single 

reaction.  The advent of new generation 

sequencers with solid state chemistry has 
significantly overcome these problems. Current 

interest is in DNA bar coding of plants and 
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animals with the aim to identify as unknown 

plant or animal in terms of a known 
classification. DNA bar coding is a technique 

for characterizing species of organisms using a 

short DNA sequence from a standard and 
agreed-upon position in the genome. DNA 

barcode sequences are very short relative to the 

entire genome and they can be obtained 

reasonably quickly and cheaply (Kress et al., 
2005). Integration of recently developed bar 

coding with techniques such as RAPD, AFLP, 

microsatellite and SNP seems to provide better 
resolution. 

Next Generation Sequencing Techniques 

A new generation of non-sanger based sequencing 
technologies has been evolving on its promise of 

sequencing DNA at unprecedented speed, 

thereby also having enabled impressive 

scientific achievements and novel biological 
applications. These techniques have made it 

possible to conduct robust population – genetic 

studies based on complete genomes rather than 
just short sequences of a single gene. Rapid 

progress in genome sequences of various plant 

and animal specles through next generation 

sequencing will further extend our understanding 
of how genotypic variation translates into 

phenotypic characteristics. A comparative 

genomic approach is extra-ordinarily useful for 
identifying functional loci related to 

morphological, geographical and physiological 

variation, and thus next generation sequencing 
technology will enable us to better understand 

the process of plant and animal evolution. Next 

generation platforms do not rely on sanger 

chemistry (Sanger et al., 1977) as did the first 
generation machines used for the last 30 years 

(Schuster, 2008). The first of this kind of second 

generation of sequencing technique appeared in 
2005 with the landmark publication of the 

sequencing-by-synthesis technology developed 

by 454 life sciences (Margulies et al., 2005)  
based on pyro sequencing (Ronaghi et al., 2006 

and Nyren, 2007). 

The single-molecule sequencing method (also 

known as 3
rd

 generation or next-next generation) 
is independent of PCR (Schuster, 2009 and 

Blow, 2008). This mode of sequencing protocol 

was recently developed by Helicas Genetic 
Analysis System using the technology 

developed by Braslavsky et al., (2003). Other 3
rd

 

generation sequencing systems are being 

developed by life technologies and Pacific 
Biosciences SMRT technology and may appear 

within one or two years. Oxford Nanopore 

Technology (www.nanoporetech.com) has been 

developing a label-free, electrical, single 

molecule genuinely revolutionary DNA 
sequencing method. This technique is aimed at 

obviating the need for amplification or labelling 

by instead detecting a direct electrical signal 
(Clarke et al., 2009). However, this technique is 

still in a developing stage. The recently 

developed Helicos 3
rd

 generation high- through 

put and low-cost direct single molecule RNA 
quenching method-without requiring prior 

conversion of RNA to cDNA-opened the door 

for a comprehensive and bias-free understanding 
of transcriptomes (Ozsolak et.al., 2009). By 

directly sequencing single molecules of DNA or 

RNA, Helicos True Single Molecule 
Sequencing (tSMS) technology significantly 

increased the speed of sequencing, while also 

decreasing the cost. Briefly, the procedure 

works by: first capturing billions of single 
molecules of sample DNA on an application-

specific proprietary surface within two flow 

cells.  These captured strands serve as templates 
for the sequencing-by-synthesis.  Polymerase 

and one fluorescently labeled nucleotide 

(C/G/A/T) are added. The polymerase catalyses 

the sequence-specific incorporation of fluorescent 
nucleotides into nascent complementary strands 

on all the templates. After a wash step, which 

removes all free nucleotides, the incorporated 
nucleotides are imaged and their positions are 

recorded.  The fluorescent group is removed in a 

highly efficient cleavage process, leaving 
behind the incorporated nucleotide. The process 

continues through each of the other three bases.  

Using Helicos DNA bar coding protocol, 

scientists at Helicos were able to multiply the 
system‟s sample throughout five-fold (from 50-

250 samples per run), without compromising 

accuracy or representational bias (Blow, 2008). 
DNA sequencing data from next generation 

platforms typically present shorter read lengths, 

higher coverage and different error profiles 
compared with senger sequencing data.  A good 

review on these recent software tools has been 

published by Miller et al. (Miller and Sutton, 

2010). 

Microsatellites or Simple Sequence Repeats 

(SSRs) 

Microsatellites are polymorphic loci present in 
DNA that consist of repeating units of one to six 

base pairs in length (Bidichandani et.  al., 1998) 

or they are segment of DNA characterized by a 

variable number of copies (typically 5-50) of 
sequence motifs of around two to five (2-5) 

bases (referred to as a repeat unit) (FAO, 2015). 

At any one locus (site in a genome), there are 
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usually several different “alleles” in a population, 

each allele identifiable by the number of repeat 
units detected via polymerase chain reaction 

(PCR).  Many microsatellites have a large 

degree of polymorphism.  In many species, they 
were the first standard marker technology used 

to characterize diversity. However due to their 

comparatively infrequent presence across the 

genome, inconsistent reproducibility across 
laboratories and genotyping platforms, and 

higher genotyping cost per locus, microsatellites 

are being replaced by other technologies. The 
repeated sequence is often simple, consisting of 

two, three or four nucleotides („di-,tri-and tetra-

nucleotides repeats) and can be repeated many 
times. It can be amplified for identification by 

PCR using the unique sequences of flanking 

regions as primers. Microsatellites have proved 

to be versatile molecular markers, particularly 
for population analysis, but are not without 

limitations. Microsatellites developed for 

particular species   can often be applied to 
closely related species, but the percentage of 

loci that successfully amplify may decrease with 

increasing genetic distance (Jarne and Lagoda, 

1996).  

Single-Nucleotide Polymorphism (SNP) 

Single-nucleotide polymorphism is a DNA 

sequence variation that results from a change in 
the nucleotide at a single location in the genome 

(FAO, 2015.) In a simpler form it is a DNA 

sequence occurring when single nucleotide 
(A,T,G or C) differs among members of a 

species. SNP is the most abundant marker 

system both in animal and plant genomes and 

has recently emerged as the new generation 
molecular markers for various applications. 

Being binary or co-dominant status, they are 

able to efficiently discriminate between 
homozygous and heterozygous alleles. 

Moreover, unlike microsatellites, their power 

comes not from the number of alleles but from 
the large number of loci that can be assessed 

(Foster et al., 2010).  Most importantly, SNPs 

are amenable to high throughput automation, 

allowing rapid and efficient genotyping of large 
numbers of samples (Tsuchihashi and 

Dracopoli).  SNPs, usually have only two 

alleles. They may represent either neutral or 
functional genetic diversity and generally occur 

throughout the genome. In most species, SNPs 

occurs on average, one in every 100 to 300 

positions in the DNA sequence. For most major 
livestock species, commercial arrays are 

available that allow substantial numbers of 

SNPs (from a few hundreds to over a million)  

to be genotyped in a single reaction at a low cost 

per marker.  SNP arrays are now routinely used 
as more informative alternatives to microsatellite 

panel in genetic diversity studies. 

Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA (RAPD) 

RAPDS is based on the amplification of 

genomic DNA with single primers of arbitrary 

nucleotide sequence (Williams et al., 1990).  

Those primers detect polymorphisms in the 
absence of specific nucleotide sequence 

information and the polymorphisms function as 

genetic markers and can be used to construct 
genetic maps. Since most RAPD markers are 

dominant, it is not possible to distinguish 

whether the amplified DNA segment is 
heterozygous (two different copies) or homozygous 

(two identical copies) at a particular locus. In rare 

cases, co-dominant RAPD markers observed at 

different –size DNA segments amplified from 
the same locus, may be detected (Williams et 

al., 1990). 

The basic technique of RAPD involves  

 Extraction of highly pure DNA, 

 Addition of single arbitrary primer, 

 Polymerase chain reaction (PCR), 

 Separation of fragments by gel electrophoresis, 

 Visualization of RAPD  PCR  fragments after 

ethidium bromide staining  under UV light and 

 Determination of fragment size comparing with 

known molecular marker with the help of gel 

analysis software. 

It is important to note that RAPD technique 

requires maintaining strictly consistent reaction 

conditions in order to achieve reproducible 

profiles. In practice, band profiles can be 
difficult to reproduce between (and even within) 

laboratories, if personnel, equipment or 

conditions are changed (Karp et al., 1997). 
Despite these limitations, the enormous 

attraction of this technique is that there is no 

requirement for DNA probes or sequence 

information for primer design.  The procedure 
involves no blotting or hybridizing steps. The 

technique is quick, simple and efficient; it 

requires only the purchase of a thermocycling 
machine and agarose gel apparatus and relevant 

chemicals, which are available as commercial 

kits (e.g Ready-To-Go RAPD analysis beads; 
G.E. Healthcare Buckinghamshire, UK). 

Another advantage is the requirement for only 

small amounts of DNA (10-100ng per reaction) 

(Karp et al., 1997). 
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Amplified Fragment Length Polymorphism 

(AFLP) 

The AFLP technique is based on the selective 

PCR amplification of restriction fragments from 

a total digest of genomic DNA (Vos et. al., 
1995). The technique involves. 

 Extraction of highly purified DNA, 

 Restriction endonuclease digestion of DNA 

(enzyme mixture, usually Eco RI + MseI), 

 Ligation of adapters (enzyme adapters), 

 Pre-PCR (amplification of the restriction 

fragments; pre-selective amplification with 

EcoRI primer + A and MseI primer + C) 

 Selective – PCR with labeled primer pair 

(primer + 3 base pairs; for used labeled, 

reverse unlabeled), and 

 Gel electrophoresis and fragment analysis 

by automated sequencing machine. The 
electrophoretograms can be analyzed using 

programs like GeneMapper (AFLP,2005)  

AFLP is applicable to all species and unlike 
RAPD, this technique is highly reproducible as 

it combines restriction, digestion and PCR. 

However AFLP requires more DNA (300-

1000ng per reaction) and is more technically 
demanding than RAPD, however the automation 

and recent availability of kits means that this 

technique can be brought to a higher level (Karp 
et al., 1997). 

Markers of Sex-Specific Inheritance 

Certain parts of the genome have sex-specific 
inheritance. Mitochondrial DNA is passed from 

the mother to the offspring. The Y-chromosome 

in mammals is inherited from father to son, 

while the w-chromosome in birds is inherited 
from mother to daughter. This class of markers 

can include both  SNPs and other sequence 

variations and has been instrumental in 
identifying wild ancestors, localizing 

domestication centres and reconstructing  

colonization and trading routes (FAO, 2015). 

CHALLENGES OF APPLICATION OF 

MOLECULAR CHARACTERIZATION IN 

DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 

Developing countries are rich in animal genetic 

resources and housed over 80% of the global 
domestic animal diversity. However, most of 

these animal genetic resources are still not 

characterized and boundaries between distinct 

populations are unclear. Breeds are defined on 

the basis of subjective data and information 

obtained from local communities on historical 
evidence which may always not be too accurate 

as they relied on subjective judgments (Rege, 

1995). Applying these criteria as the basis for 
classification for utilization and/or conservation 

may be misleading. Developing countries have 

distinct disadvantages for setting up successful 

breeding programmes. Infrastructure needed for 
performance testing are lacking, herd sizes are 

normally small, phenotypic variability between 

farms are not assessed correctly, production 
systems and seasons are varied, reproductive 

efficiencies are low, pasture mating (cumunal 

grazing) precludes implementation of systematic 
breeding and animal health management 

programmes (FAO, 2015). In developing 

countries the most important resource limitation 

is lack of funds to set up facilities to support 
research. Even the existing research facilities, 

adequate funding for maintainance are not there. 

Other limitations include inadequacy of 
scientific equipments to support research and 

technical manpower. Molecular genetic research 

is highly sophisticated and also required skilled 

manpower as well as technologist. Without an 
established scientific culture, it is almost 

impossible to engage in and keep abreast of 

developments in  molecular biology research. 
Other challenges include poor essential utilities 

like power and water, no support services such 

as genebank, in vitro  storage facilities, storage 
facilities, animal holding facilities, radiation 

huddling, disposal facilities and computing  

facilities and ICT services (Rashid, 2010). In 

sub-Saharan Africa (excluding the Republic of 
South Africa), only ILRAD (based in Kenya) is 

actively involved in biotechnology research, 

though ILRAD‟S biotechnology work is focused 
on only two (2) diseases, Trypanosomiasis and 

Theilerosis. Because the well equipped and 

adequately funded laboratories doing research in 
molecular biology are found almost exclusively 

in developed countries, the gap between the 

industrialized and developing countries in 

technical expertise and relevant research 
capacity is getting wider and motivated 

scientists from developing countries with the 

expertise to carry out sophisticated research are 
opting to work in laboratories in industrialized 

countries. The importance of molecular 

characterization of animal genetic resources and 

its relevance is only slowly being accepted by 
policy makers in developing countries. In the 

presence of economic crisis, fiscal constraints, 

rapid social change and constant political 
instabilities, the difficulty associated with major 
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policy changes in developing countries are 

enormous (Rege, 1995). 

POTENTIAL AND PROSPECTS OF MOLECULAR 

CHARACTERIZATION OF ANIMAL GENETIC 

RESOURCES IN DEVELOPING NATIONS 

According to Jean-Marcel et al. (2010), molecular 

breeding holds great promise for developing 
countries. Developing countries with mid-level 

economies are testing markers applications and 

taking initial steps towards adoption in their 
countries. This is a step in the right direction 

even with limited human resources and 

inadequate laboratory infrastructure. Through 
collaboration and virtual platforms aided by the 

information and communication technology 

(ICT) revolution, breeders in developing nations 

now have access to genomic resources, advanced 
laboratory services and robust analytical and 

data management tools. These developments are 

bound to have impact on both animal and crop 
improvement in developing countries. Also 

genetic uniqueness of populations of livestock 

breeds that were classified as ecotypes are now 
been measured using molecular characterization 

techniques to determine the relative genetic 

distances between such populations.  

Polymorphisms in gene-products such as 
enzymes, blood group systems and leukocyte 

antigens which were traditionally used for 

measuring genetic distances are being rapidly 
replace by polymorphism at the level of DNA, 

both nuclear (Jeffreys and Mortan, 1987) and 

mitochondrial (Loftus et al., 1994) as a source 

of information for the estimation of genetic 
distances. This had not only provided information 

on breed diversity, but also provided a window 

for genetic improvement of indigenous breeds in 
developing nations. 

Molecular characterization of animal genetic 

resource is offering unprecedented opportunities 
for increasing agricultural productivity and for 

protecting the environment through reduce used 

of chemicals for fumigation and control of 

external parasites.  The major thrust in 
molecular research is currently directed at 

solving immediate problems of industrialized 

countries, with major investment coming from 
transnational companies.  However, many of the 

new discoveries and products will find their 

biggest markets in developing countries where 
the potential for improvement in agricultural 

productivity and health are greatest. Developing 

countries are faced with the challenge to rapidly 

increase agricultural productivity to help feed 
their growing population without depleting the 

natural resource base.  The importance of 

indigenous livestock breeds lies in their 
adaptation to local biotic and abiotic stresses 

and to traditional husbandry systems. Marker 

identification will help to enhance selection of 
superior genetypes for breeding to improve 

important traits as tolerance to diseases and 

resistance to environmental stresses. Identification 

of carrier genes and their propagation and 
introduction into the populations will improve 

resistance against diseases (Gogolin-Ewens et 

al., 1990).  

Molecular markers are indispensable tools for 

measuring the diversity of animal species. Low 

assay cost, affordable hardware, throughput, 
convenience and ease of assay development and 

automation are important tools that developing 

nations could employ to fast track livestock 

improvement for yheir fast growing populations 
(Rafalski and Tingey, 1993; Rafalski, 2002). 

Databases based on a large number of potential 

characters are readily available for inferring 
relationships using sequence data.  Further 

advantage of sequencing includes substitutions 

within structural genes that produce 

differentiation from changes in morphology 
(Wilson, 1985). Information from the sequences 

themselves can be useful for specifying 

parameters of the model of sequence evolution, 
which in turn, influences the topology of the 

inferred tree.  To date, next  generation 

sequencing technologies have been applied in a 
variety of contexts, including whole-genome 

sequencing, targeted resequencing, discovery of 

transcription factor binding sites and noncoding 

RNA expression profiling (Morozova and 
Marra, 2008). 

CONCLUSION 

Improvements in sequencing and genotyping 

technologies have already provided standards 

that can be used as reference for further 

genotyping and sequencing studies. Developing 
countries can take advantage of these and other 

sequencing efforts currently underway in 

laboratories around the world. Developing 
nations must take full advantage of the 

opportunities that advances in genomics have 

created to characterize livestock genetic 
resources within their domain for effective 

utilization. Enviromental impact detectates 

animal genetic resource efficiency and  

utilization, hence developing nations must key 
into  advances in genomics and develop 

methods for integrating molecular information 

into breeding programmes and conservation 
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techniques peculiar to different  environmental, 

agricultural and socio-economics circumstances 
in their Nations.  

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that developing nations 
should key into advances in genomics to 

facilitate the identification and characterisation 

of their livestock ecotypes for effective selection 
reflecting local adaptation to diseases and other 

environmental conditions.  

REFERENCES 
[1] Abdullah, M.A., Martojo, H., Noor, R.R.& 

Solihin, D. D. (2012). Genetic Characterization of 

the Aceh cattle using phenotypic, mitochondrial 

DNA of D-loop region and microsatellite DNA 

analyses. Reproduction of Domestic Animals, 47 

(1):15-17. 

[2] Achilli, A., Olivieri, A., Soares, P., Lancioni, H., 

Hooshinv, K.B.,Perego U.A., Nergadze, S.G., 

Carossa, V., Santagostino M., Capomaccio, S., 

Felicetti, M., Al-Achkar, W., Penedo, M.C.T., 

Verinisupplizi, A., Houshmand, M., Woodward, 

S.R., Semino, O., Silvestrelli, M., Giolotto, E., 

Pereira, L., Bandelt, H.J.  and Torroni, A. (2012) 

Mitochoadrial genomes from  modern horses  

reveal the major haplo groups that  underwent 
domestication. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences, 109:2449-2454. 

[3] Ajmone – Marson, P. and GLOBALDIV 

Consortium (2010).  A global view of livestock 

biodiversity and conservation-GLOBALDIV. 
Animal Genetics, 41:1-5. 

[4] Amplified Fragment Length Polymoryhism  

(AFLP)  (2005). Analysis on Applied Biosystems 

Capillary Electrophoresis systems, Application 

Note AFLP on the 3130/3730; Applied 

Biosystems: Fastercity, C.A.  USA. 2005. 

[5] Azam, A., Babar, M.E., Firyal,S., Anjum, A.A., 

Akhtar, N., Asif,  

[6] M. and Hussain, T. (2012_ DNA typing of 

Pakistani cattle breeds Tharparkar and Red Sindhi 

by microsatellite markers. Molecular Biology 

Reports, 39:845 -849. 

[7] Bidichandani, S. Ashizawa, T. and Patel, P.I. 

(1998).  The GAA triplet-repeat expansion in 

Friedreich ataxia interferes with transcription and 

may be associated with an usual DNA structure 

Am. J. Hum. Genet. 62:111-121. 

[8] Biedermann, G. and Schmucker F. (1989). Body 
measurements of thorough breeds and their 

relationship with racing performance. 

Zuchtungskunde. 61:181-189 

[9] Blow, N. (2008) DNA sequencing: Generation 

next-next. Nat. Methods 5:267-274 

[10] Braslavsky, I, Hebert, B., Kartalov, E. and Quake, 

S. R. (2003)  a. Sequence information can be 

obtained from Single DNA molecules. Proc. Natl. 

Acad. Sci. USA 100:3960-3964. 

[11] Brown, C.J. Brow, J.E., and Butts W. T. (1973). 

Evaluating relationship among immature 

measures of size, shape and performance of beef a 

bulls II.  The relationship between immature 

measures of size, shap and feedlot traits in young 

beef bulls. J. Anim Sci. 36: 1021-1031. 

[12] Brown, C. J., Brown, J. E and Butts, W. T. 

(1974).  Evaluating relationship among immature 

measures of size, shape and performance of beef a 

bulls.  IV. Regression models for predicting post-

weaning performance of young Hereford and 

Angus bulls using pre-weaning measures of size 

and shape. J. Anim. Sci. 38:12-19. 

[13] Brytting, M., Wahlberg, J., Lundeberg, J., 

Wahren, B.,Uhlenm, M. and Sundquist, V.A. 

(1992). Variation in the cytomegalovirus major 

immediate-early gene found by direct genomic 

sequencing. J. Clin. Microbiol. 30: 955-960. 

[14] Blancou J. (1990). Utilization and control of 

biotechnical procedures in veterinary science. 

Review scientifique  et Technique de l‟office 

International des Epizooties  9:641-659. 

[15] Clarke, J., Wu H. C., Jayasinghe, L,, Patel, A., 

Raid, S. and Bayley, H. (2009) Continuous base 

identification for single molecule nanopore DNA 

sequencing. Nature,461:814-818 

[16] D‟Alessandro, A. and Zola, L.  (2012). Meat 

Science: From proteomics to integrated omics 

towards system biology. Journal of Proteomics, 

78:558-577. 

[17] Davey, J.W., Hohenlohe, P. A., Etter, P. D., 

Boone, J.Q. and Catchen J.M. (2011). Genome -
wide genetic marker discovery and genotyping 

using next generation sequencing. Nature 

Reviews Genetics, 12:499-510. 

[18] De Donato, M.,Peters, S.O. Mitchell, S.E., 

Hussain, T. and Imumorin, I.G. (2013). 

Genotyping -by-Sequencing (GBS): a novel, 
efficient and cost-effective genotyping method for 

cattle using next-generation sequencing. PLoS 

ONE, 8:e62137. 

[19] Dong, Y., Xie, M., Jiang, Y., Xiao, N., Du, X0, 

Zhang, N., Tossev- Klopp, G,, Wang, J., Yang,S. 
and Wang, W. (2013), Sequencing and automated 

whole genome optical mapping of the genome of 

the domestic goat (capra hircus Nature 

Biotechnology, 31:135-141. 

[20] FAO. (1984). Animal genetic resource 

conservation by management, databanks and 
training. Animal production and Health Paper No. 

44/1. Rome (available at http://www.pao. 

org/docrep/010/ah808e/ah803e00.htm). 

[21] FAO. (1999). The Global Strategy for the 

management of Farm Animal Genetic Resources. 

Executive brief. Rome (available at http: //dad 
fao.org/cgi-bin/getblob.cgi?sid=-i) 



Molecular Characterization of Animal Genetics Resources, its Potential for Use in Developing Countries 

Journal of Genetics and Genetic Engineering V1 ● I1 ● 2017                                                                         55  

[22] FAO. (2007a).  Global Plan of Action for Animal 

Genetic Resources and the Interlaken  

[23] Declaration. Rome (available at ttp://ttp.fao. 

org/docrep/fao/a10/a140Qe/a1404e00.pdf) 

[24] FAO. (2007b).The state of a world‟s Animal 
Genetic Resources and the Interlaken Declaration. 

Rome (available at http://www. fao.org 

/docreo/210/a1250 ela 1250e00.htm). 

[25] FAO. (2007c). The state of the World‟s Animal 

Genetic  

[26] Resources for Food and Agriculture, edited by B. 

Rischkowsky and D. Pilling. Rome (available at 

http://www.fao.org/docrep /010/ 

a1250e/a1250e00.htm). 

[27] FAO. (2011a). Surveying and monitoring of 

animal genetic resources FAO. Animal 

Production and Health Guidelines. No. 7. Rome 

(available at www.fao.org/docrep/014/ba.00 

55e00. pdf). 

[28] FAO. (2011b).Molecular genetic characterization 

of animal genetic resources. Animal Production 

and Health Guidelines. No. 9 Rome (available at 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/014/i2415e/ i2413 

e00.pdf). 

[29] FAO. (2012a).Phenotypic characterization of 

animal genetic resources. Animal Production 

andHealth Guidelines. No. 11. Rome (available at 

www.fao.org/docrep/015/i2686e/i2686 e00. pdf). 

[30] FAO. (2012b). Cryoconservation of animal 

genetic resources. FAO.Animal Production and 

Health Guidelines. No. 12. Rome (available at 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/016i3017e/13017e00 

htm). 

[31] FAO. (2015). The second Report on the state of 
the world‟s Animal Genetic Resources for food 

and Agriculture, edited by B.D. Scherf and D. 

Pilling. FAO commission on Genetic Resources 

for Food and Agriculture Assessments. Rome 

(available at http://www.fao.org/3/a-i4787e/ 

index.html.pp 415-450. 

[32] Foster, J.T, Allan, G.J, Chan, A.P, Rabinowioz, 

P.D, Ravel J, Jackson, P. J. and Kein, P. 

(2010).a.Single nucleotide polymorphisms for 

assessing genetic diversity in  castor bean 

(Ricinus communist)  BMC plant Biol, 10:13-23. 

[33] Gautier, N., Laloe, D. and Moazami-Goudarzi, K. 

(2010). Insights into the genetic history of French 

Cattle from dense SNP data on 47 worldwide 

breeds. PLoS ONE, 5 (9) Scal: e13038. 

[34] Gilbert, R.P., Bailey, D.R.C and Shannon, N.H. 

(1993). Linear body measurements of Cattle 
before and after 20 years of selection for 

postweaning gain when fed two different diets. J. 

Anim Sci, 71:1712-1720. 

[35] Ginja, C., Gama, L.T.,Cortes, O., Delgado, J.V., 

Dunner, S, Canon, J and Biobovis Consortium. 

(2013). Analysis of conservation priorities of 
Iberoamerican cattle based on autosomal 

microsatellite markers. Genetics Selection 

Evolution, 45:35. 

[36] Groenen, M.A., Archibald, A.L., Uenishi, H., 

Tuggle, C.K., Takeuchi, Y., Roths-child, M.F., 

Bosse. M., Botti, S. et al. (2012. Analysis of Pig 

genomes provide insight into porcine demography 

and evolution. Nature, 491:393-398. 

[37] Gogolin-Ewens, K.J., Meeusenm E.N.T., Satt, 

P.C., Adams, T.E. and Brandon, M.R. (1990). 

Genetic selection for disease resistance and traits 

of economic importance in animal production. 

Review scientifique et Technique de l‟office 

International des Epizooties  9:865-896. 

[38] Hultman, T. Stahl, S. Hornes, E. and Uhlen, M. 

(1989). Direct Solid phase sequencing of genomic 

and plasmid DNA using magnetic beads as solid 

support. Nuclear, Acids Res. 17:4937-4946.

    

[39] Ibrahim, A.A, Mohammad, A.B, Haseeb, A.K, 

Ahmad, H.A, Ali, A.A, Ali, H.B, Mohammad, 

and Mohammad S. (2010). A Brief Review of 

Molecular Techniques to Assess Plant Diversity. 

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 11(5): 2079-2096. 

[40] Jakubec, V., Scholte, W., Jelinek, J., Scholz, A. 

and Zalis N. (1999). Linear type trait Analysis in 

the Genetic Resources of the old Kladrub Horse. 

Arch Tierz. 42: 215-224. 

[41] Jarne, P. and Lagoda, P. J. L. (1996). 
Microsatellites, from molecules to populations 

and back.Trend Evol. Vol. 11: 424-429. 

[42] Jean-Marcel, R., Vicente, M.C. and Delannoy, X. 

(2010). Molecular breeding in developing 

countries: Challenges and perspectives. Plant 

biology 13(2): 213-218. 

[43] Jeffreys, A. J. and Morton, D.B. (1987). DNA 

fingerprints of dogs and cats. Animal Genetics 

18:1-15. 

[44] Karp, Angela and Edwards, J. Keith. 

(1996).Molecular techniques in the analysis of the 

extent and distribution of genetic diversity. 

Department of Agricultural Sciences, University 

of Bristol UK. pp:1-3. 

[45] Karp, A., Kresovich, S., Bhat, K.V, Ayad, W.G 

and Hodgkin T. (1997). Molecular tools in Plant 

Genetic Resources Conservation; A guide to the 

Technologies IPGRI Technical Bulletin No.2; 

International Plant Genetic Resources Institute; 

Rome, Italy. 

[46] Kijas, J.W., Lensta, J. A., Hayes, B., Boitard, S., 

Portoneto, L.R., McEwan, J. Dalrymple B.and 

International Sheep Genetics Conservation 

Members. (2012). Genome-wide analysis of the 

world‟s Sheep breeds reveals high levels of 

historic mixture and strong recent selection. PLoS 

Biology, 10:e1001258.  

[47] Kofler, Orozco-ter Wengel, P., De Maio, N. 

Pandey, R. V, Nolte, V., Futschik, Kosiol, C. and 

Schlotterer, C. (2011). Population: a toolbox for 

population Genetic Analysis of next Generation 



Molecular Characterization of Animal Genetics Resources, its Potential for Use in Developing Countries 

56                                                                         Journal of Genetics and Genetic Engineering V1 ● I1 ● 2017 

sequencing Data from pooled Individuals. PLoS 

ONE, 6: e 15925. 

[48] Kress, W.J., Wardack, K.J, Zimmer E.A. Weigt, 

L.A. and Janzen D.H. (2005). Use of DNA 

barcodes to identify flowering plants. Proc. Natl. 

Acad. Sci. 102:8369-8374. 

[49] Kerr, R.J., Frisch, J.E. and Kinghorn, B.P. (1994). 

Evidence for a major gene for tick resistance in 

cattle. In: Proceedings of the 5th World Congress 

on Genetic Applied to Livestock Production, 

Guelph, Canada, 20:7-12. 

[50] Kerr International Committee for World Congress 

on Genetics Applied to Livestock production, 

Guelph, Ontari0, Canada PP 265-268. 

[51] Lefevre P.C. (1992). Biotechnology and animal 

disease diagnosis in developing countries. In: 

Schwartz J.J. and Franzen H. (eds). Potential and 
Limitations of Biotechnology in livestock 

production in Developing countries. Proceedings 

of a symposium, Humboldt, University of Berlin, 

October 1992. Par II ATSAF (Council for 

Tropical and sub-tropical Agricultural Research). 

Boon, Germany-pp129-138. 

[52] Loftus, R.T. MarHigh, D.E., Ngere, L.O., Balain, 

D.S. Badi, A.M., Bradley, D.G. and Cunningham, 

E.P. (1994) Mitochondrial genetic vatiation in 

European, African and Indian cattle populations. 

Animal Genetics. 25: 265-271. 

[53] Lendstra, J.A.,Groeneveld, L.F., Eding, H., 

Kantanen, J.,Williams, J.L.Tabevlet,P., 

Nicolaszzi, E.L., Solkney, Simianev, H. Ajmone-

Marslah, P. and weigend, S. (2012) Modular tools 

and analytical  approaches for the characterization 

of farm animal diversity. Animal Genetics, 

43:483-502.                                                                                                                            

[54] Margulies, M., Eghol, M., Altman, W.E., Attiya, 

S., Bader J.S., L.A, Berka J., Braveyman, M.S, 

Chen, Y.J. and Chen Z. (2005). Genome 

Sequencing in Open Micro fabricated high density 

Picoliter reactors. Nature, 437: 376-380. 

[55] McCoy, A.M., Schaefer, R.,Petersen, J.L., 

Morrell, P.L., Slamka, M.A., Mickelen J.R., 

Vallberg, S.J. and Mcclue, M.E. (2014). Evidence 

of Positive selection for a glycogen synthesis 

(GYS 1) Mutation in domestic horse populations. 

Journal of heredity. 105: 163-172. 

[56] Medugoyal, I., Vert-Kensch, C.E., Ramljak, J., 

Brka, M., Markovic, B., Stojanovic, S., Bytgi, H., 

Kochoski, L., Kume, K., Grunenfelder, H.P., 

Bennewitz, J. and Forster M. (2011). 

Conservation priorities of genetic diversity 

indomesticated meta-populations:  a study in 

taurine cattle breeds. Ecology and Evolution, 

1:408-420. 

[57] Metzker, M.L. (2010). Sequencing technologies - 

the next generation. Nature ReviewsGenetics, 

11:31-46. 

[58] Miller, J.R., Koren, S. and Sutton, G. (2010). 

Assembly algorithms for next generation 

sequencing data Genomics 2010 in press. doii 

10.1016/j.rgene.2010.03.001. 

[59] Miserani, M.G., McManua, C., Santos, S.A. Silva, 

J.A. Mariante, A.S. Abreu, U.S. P. Mazza, M. C., 

and Serano, J.R.B. (2002).  Variance analysis for 

biometric measures of the pantanerio horses in 

Brazil. Arch Zootec. 51:113-120. 

[60] Morozovo, O. and Marra, M.A. (2008). 

Applications of next- generation sequencing 

technologies in functional genomics. Genomics, 

92:255-264. 

[61] Nadler, S.A. (1995). Advantages and 

disadvantages of molecular phylogenetics: A case 

study of ascaridoid nematodes. J. Nematol, 

27:423-432. 

[62] Nei, M. (1987). Molecular Evolutionary Genetics. 

Columbia University Press. New York N.Y.  
USA. 

[63] Nielsen, R., Paul, J.S., Albreditsen, A and Song. 

Y.S. (2011). Genotype and SNP calling from next 

generation sequencing data. Nature Reviews 

Genetics, 12:433-451. 

[64] Norman, A.J., Street, N.R. and Spong, G. (2013). 

De novo SNP discovery in the Scandinavian 

brown bear (Ursus arctos). PLoS ONE, 8:e81012. 

[65] Nyren, P. (2007). The history of pyrosequencing 

method. Mol.Biol, 373:1-14. 

[66] Olsvik, O., Wahlberg, J. Petterson, B., Ohlen, M., 
Popovic, T., Wachsmuth, I. K. and Fields, P.I. 

(1993). Use of automated sequencing of 

polymerase chain reaction-generated amplicons to 

identity three types of cholera toxin subunit B in 

vibrio cholerae 01 srains. J. 6lin. Microbiol 31:22-

250. 

[67] Orlando,L., Ginolhac, Zhang, G., Froese, D., 

Albrechtsen, A., Stiller, M., Rasmussen, M., 

Wang, X. et al (2013). Recalibrating Equus 

evolution using the genome sequence of an early 

middle Pleistocene horse. Nature,499:74-78 

[68] Ozsolak, F., Platt, A.R., Jones, D.R., 
Reifenberger, I.G., Sass, L.E.. Mclnerney, P., 

Thompson, J.F., Bower, J., Jarosz, M. and Milos, 

P.M.  (200(). Direct RNA Sequencing, Nature, 

461:814-818.  

[69] Pundir, R.K, Pathak, B.L. and Ahlawat, S.P.S. 
(2007a). characterization and Evaluation of 

Kankrej breed of Cattle in  its native tract. Indian 

J. Anim Sci. 77:323-327. 

[70] Pundir, R.K., Singh, P.K., Uppadhaya, S.N.  and 

Ahlawat, S.P.S. (20076). Status.Characteristics  

and performance of Red Sindhi Cattle. Indian J. 
Anim Sci. 77:755-758. 

[71] Pundir, R.K., Singh, P. K, Prakash, B and 

Ahlawat, S.P.S. (2007c). Characterization and 

evaluation of Kenkatha breed in its native tract. 

Indian J. Anim. Sci. 77:177-180. 

[72] Pundir, R.K. and Singh, P.K. (2008). 

Characteristics and performance of red Kandhari 



Molecular Characterization of Animal Genetics Resources, its Potential for Use in Developing Countries 

Journal of Genetics and Genetic Engineering V1 ● I1 ● 2017                                                                         57  

Cattle breed in its native tract. Indian J. Anim Sci. 

78:56-61. 

[73] Qanbari, S., Strom, T.M., Haberev, G., Weigend, 

S., Gheyos, A.A., Turner, F., Burt, D.W, 

Preisinger, R., Gianola, D. and Simianer, H. 

(2012). A high resolution genome wide scan for 

significant selective sweeps: An application to 

pooled sequence data in laying chicken. PLoS 

ONE 7:e49525. 

[74] Rafalski, J.A. and Tingey, S.V. (1993). Genetic 

diagnostics in plant breeding: RAPDs, 

microsatellites and machines. Trends Genet. 

9:275-280. 

[75] Rafalski, J.A. (2002). Novel genetic mapping 

tools in plants: SNPs and LD-based approaches.        

Plant SDC. 162:329-333 

[76] Rege, J.E.O. (1992). Background to ILCA‟S 
animal genetic. resources characterization project, 

objectives and agenda for the research planning 

workshop.  In J.E.O.  Rege and M.E. Lipnes, Eds. 

Animal genetic resources: Their characterization, 

conservation and utilization. Research planning 

workshop, IICR Addis Ababg Ethiopia, 19-21 

February, 1992. pp 55-59 

[77] Ronaghi, M.,Karamohamed, S., Petterson, B., 

Uhlen, M. and Nyren, P.(2006).Real-time DNA 

sequencing using detection of pyrophosphate 

release. Anal. Bochem, 242:84-89. 

[78] Rashid, A. Aman (2010). Technology transfer and 

application in developing countries. A. 

comparative assessment of molecular techniques 

employed in genetic diversity studies pp 1-15. 

[79] Rege, J.E. O. (1995). Biotechnology options for 

impairing Livestock production in developing 
countries, with special reference to sub0saharan 

Africa. International livestock centre for Africa 

(ILCA), Addis Ababa, Ethiopia pp. 1-50. 

[80] Sadek, M.H.,Al-Aboud,A.E.and Ashmawy, 

A.A.(2006). Factor analysis of body measurement 

in Arabian horses. J. Anim Breed Genet.  
123:369-377. 

[81] Salako, A.E. (2006). Principal component factor 

analysis of the morpho structure of immature Uda 

sheep. Int. J. Morphid, 24:571-574. 

[82] Sanger, F. Nicklen, S. and Coulson, A.R. (1977). 

DNA sequencing with chain terminating 

inhibitors. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 74:5463-5467. 

[83] Schuster, S.C. (2008). Next. Generation 

sequencing transforms today‟s biology. Nat 

methods,. 5:16-18. 

[84] Shahin, K.A., Saliman, A. M. and Moukhtar, A.E. 

(1993). Sources of shared variability for the 

Egyptian buffalo body shape (conformation) 

Livest Prod. Sci. 36:323-334 

[85] Shahin, K.A., Soliman, A.M., and Mouktar, A. E. 
(1995). Sources of shared variability for the 

Egyptian Cattle body shape (conformation).  

Indian J. Anim Sci. 65:759-764 

[86] Singh, P.K., Pundir, R.K, Ahlawat, S.P.S., 

Kumar, N.S., Govindaiah, M.G. and Asija, 

K.(2008). Phenotypic Characterization and 
performance evaluation of Halikar cattle in its 

native tract. Indian J. Anim. Sci. 78:211-214. 

[87] Sylvester, N. Ibe (1998).An introduction to 

Genetics and Animal Breeding.Longman 

Publication pp 129-130.Tsuchihashi, Z. and 
Dracopoli, N.C.  (2002). Progress in high- 

throughput SNP genotyping methods.    

 Pharmacogenomics. J. 2:103-110 

[88] Vos, P., Hogers, R., Bleeker, M., Reijans, M., 

Van de lee, T., Hornes, M., Frijters, A. Pot, J., 

Peleman,, J., Kuiper, M. and Zabeau, M. (1995). 
A new technique for DNA fingerprinting. Nucl. 

Acids Res. 23:4407-4414. 

[89] Weigend, S., Janssen-Taplen, U., Erbe, M., Ober, 

U., Weigend, A., Preisinger, R. and Simianer, H. 

(2015). Potentials of biodiversity in chickens. 

Zuchtungskunde, 86:25-41. 

[90] Williams, J.G.K., Kubelik, A.R., Livak, K.J., 

Rafalski, J.A and Tingey, S.V. (1990). DNA 

Polymorphisms amplified by arbitrary primers are 

useful as genetic markers. Nucl. Acids. Res. 

18:6531-6535. 

[91] Wilson, A.C. (1985). The Molecular basis of 

evolution. Sci. Anims. 253:164-173. 

[92] Yakubu, A., Ogah, D.M. and Idahor, K.O.(2009). 

Principal Componentanalysis of the 

morphstructural indices of white Fulani Trakia J. 

Sci. 7:67-73. 

 

 

 

 


