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Hanwoo(Korean Cattle) Traceability Using
DNA Markers | |
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Abstract

To apply and evaluate the effectiveness of genetic markers on Hanwoo
traceability systems, samples of 33 Hanwoo individuals from Korean elite sire
families were used, and five microsatellite markers were selected finally, which
were located on chromosomes different chromosomes with the end sequencing of
100 HW-YUBAC that were recorded in the NCBI by Yeungnam University. Ten
major microsatellite markers were selected from alleles amplified, their frequencies,
H(Heterozygosity) and  PIC(Polymorphism information content) with
Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium. Next, in order to evaluate the power of the markers
selected on the individual animal identification, the match probability(MP) and the
relatedness coefficient(R) were computed.

Keywords : Traceability; microsatellite; heterozygosity; match probability; related
-ness; multiplex PCR.
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7VsdtAl dte Aol AAE AT -d - 9

O]E]'(le et al, 2005). 71& 7MA<e TYAH %
ALEH Aol X Fxe oyx A BEAwHS A& o9
L] Arte A8 FAESS A24HA Rste dHe] i
(GLowatzki-Mullis et al., 1995) ]2 <3 DNATE A 7128 g F44 &
A go] JEEAe ol ol &3] ALY FTUAA FAE o]FoA i Uk
(Peelman et al, 1998). EAWHE %5 DNA vlA(marker)® A& /NA9 TLA
A N F88 =72 1ol 2z vk ARH o2 DNA vwoe 7] 594 &
At AlE" 4 itk a2y dirH o2 Ao YA AAbe #E DA ol A
A 73 AN HrEAE @2 I T2 BACA HrbEo]

o] =& FAL 55 FHLE 4-'—7] olH A AlNA WA AE &% DNA
marker®] AR o] HTH (Heterozygosity; H)S ©h¥Ad HEF (Polymorphism
Information content; PIC)& <<ohi, 7 DNA w79 ABE o]&3tod o 713
DNA ul71e] 2859 #AZE MP(Match Probability)?t R(Relatedness)AlT& &
& Lotz A dolEoM Meg ZFe A& AN (A A5FAP HE&E
ot Ao 5709 =% vy #8)8 nEsld HFHOE AAEA /&3 DNA
kA g e Aot
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2. 49 Ag % ¥

21 3¥ A8
B AFo FAE 3¢ FEFTEY EANF ALGLAEREH &5 JADY EAAHE
7} A3 71" 27 TAARS 26-207 367HA 305F 2 F F2H9 B M=

Ztzt g2 33% AAE ol &3t A AEA T Microsatellite DNA primere] €714 €
of B3 HHE= USDA-MARCE AFA#e 39 BAC libraryollA &< ¥ micro
-satellite DNAE 7122 3lden, Zzte & Ao $XstE microsatellite
DNA primer 255%< @Aste g A&t

22 84 s34 2 genomic DNA F&

05M EDTAZI Ael® FA7I2 AN Fdg 02% NaCl 4oz &HE A
Zl #, 2000 rpmol A 10837 AR |2 BEF F& #2833 0.16M NaCl/lmM
EDTA$ 05%N-lauroylsarcosine £, 281 Proteinase K(10mg/m¢, Promega Co,
US.A)E A#3ste] DNAZE £&EAZT. 8% DNAT Y %9 dephenol§ ¥z}
dephenol : chloroform : iscamylalcohol (25:24:1)& AF&3jA d@AS AAAZ T,
OD A 15~189 % E 7[A+= DNAE F&3to TEUOmM Tris-HCI pH 80,
05M 1mM EDTA)| = AL&3Ft}
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2.3 DNA #4#4

DNARA L g3t 2& 714 H4 59 oloih

MicrocatellitePCR

Pre-denuturation

i)
=5 u— | Denaturation { ™
(Tissue) I AV I ™ 3terete
" . paud Annealing N i
kit ﬂ S/ .
Genomic DNA Extehsion
Final-extension
=
FESR 6% PAGE/
* Silver stain
- A,
— Lienstzpe
U o2 B
Muttiplex-PCR -

j
molo|n) el <um— 2ARH <" i —

<% 1> Multiplex-PCR 4] %3

¢ Multiplex-PCR <28 1>& AZ ZA(Tissue)22Z2HE kitE AME3o
Genomic DNAZ #%3 t}g Zzte] DNAE PCRS 3 % 6% PAGE gel& o] &3
o genotyping g ¥t} o]AZH o2 o]gBA AP AL TA EAs H, PICiHE F
Qe , HgS o]&38ted Multiplex-PCR &g wET} o2 A wE 2L o] &3}
o 71% kA H oz AFo| 75E ZFE HWetn, A=Y Multiplex-set2 ©] &3}
PCR#% %74 Automatic sequencer +43te 34 S Jehiith 2812 PCRE W
S 9% mixture®™ 20ng/i8 genomic DNA, 5 pmol forward primer$t 5 pmol reverse
primer, 0.2mM dNTPs, 171.56mM MgCl, 10xPCR buffer, 1 unit Tag polymeraseE
&3l  total volume 30ulE AZ3Jc PCR  ¥HEE  94TCelA  30%3H
denaturation, 50760CelA 30%7F annealing, 72CoIAM 187t extension FAEL
thermal cycler (Biometra, T-Gradient, Germany)ol| A 353] vtE =33 5 72Tl A
1087 13] 333ttt PCR product® 1% agarose geloll Al A7]4 5 & 3l w89
F5& 83, 6%denaturing polyacrylamide gel(40% acrylamide solution, urea,
5X TBE buffer)2 A2 SQ3 sequencer (Hoefer Pharmacia Biotech Inc.,USA)el Al
A719% S 3gth. ABI PRISM 310 Genetic Analyzer(Applied Biosystems)& o}-&
sty EA3 991, Genescan software (Applied Biosystems)E o] &3l ZAHUE ==
st H(Yoon et al.,, 2005).



736 Jea Young Lee et al.

2.4 A4 &4 #A

of AFol e FAH BHIAL thg <1Y 2>9 HYOE o|FojHTh

DATA
reconstruction

4
[7PA17} M= o 33%2] 1557) DNA vh#A Ad|
¥

l

|H, PIC%}e] =& DNA uAEE Multiplex—primer set& &

— Primer 5719 set A€
o O L.
Candidate sete] MPEkg 3| ™ |\ 00 pucosio 1LSTS035, BMSO41, BMS1675)

2

[DNA vH# set& 2% ]

S 4

|Real data(3055)8 &3k Rate 78]

<29 2> DNA "7 A5 §A &4 #4

3.8y -4AM 1 HY AA

sly-9}elv) 1 3 & (Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium)ol @& 2134 ¢l Q¢lo] z&3}x &
=099, F3x9 FHAY i BE7E A g1 HY S o|FA "HodE o=
oL WH3e IAUL UYRHE A F¥Aol AHsA Ao webd FAxs
el el B84 HAAL EAFS o843 AP FAHALZ 4 FAAY HFd o
& AA BZNNEed UHEESE o] § 3t o 2L Hor 7 £

o] Ay AlgH ABE T/} FU HAS 26-29% 36714 305F F Fo 257}
t} & 33%9 chromosomesolA «ojA 15570¢] DNA ®AE A&tk 1 23
<E 1>94 A== DNA v BMS2519, TGLA44, ILSTS035, BMS1242, HUJ223,
BMS941, BMS1675, BM3507, HW-YU2-CA-95, HW-YU2-CA032 3&lrj-9ew
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<X 1> DNA u}7 ¢ stt)-s}elma |8 A=A

DNA u}# e TgE #
BMS2519 19.032 0.583
TGLA44 29.157 0.110
ILSTS035 15.511 0.796
BMS1242 9.622 0.842
HUJ223 29.180 0.109
BMS941 34.768 0.527
BMS1675 25.380 0.607
BM3507 23.706 0.070
HW-YU2-CA-95 16.609 0.083
HW-YU2-CA03 16.164 0.371

4. DNA u}7e] Ausge =%

DNA wt# el FrFold A Ee] FHolA BgS v tdde S=gdn & +
At I FTFHY allelesE 7FA I E DNA w#7F A4 E] {&3sictn &
F Atk o] AR EFrz OJIFILAMS dFH REZFPIO)S AHEEH. H,
PIC%& DNA nl#7F gwuivt B2 alleles’t T ¥3HA AARE7HE YE e A
g F dx, 16 eSS AN 83 DNA "7t & 5 v (Arana
et al., 2002; Ott, 1999).

4.1 o] & 3 & Al (Heterozygosity;H) &%

Locus® o83 gAE AT dolg] Aol Ax oFAT MAY v Veh)
o g &n ol HoHct
=(1- ipﬁ) (1)

i=]
@ n = locus? allele®] %, p;, = locus iHA alleled] FHE %4 v]golH, F4x
locus ¢tollA] EFHAAE ol stH-S4d¥ 2 HP S FAokgrt. o] FH A M)
#e ZAGNA alleleo] 3L EF HEE FA & o Hogts 7H3g

4.2 th¥A A 1 ZF(Polymorphism Information Content ; PIC)& %

PIC(Polymorphism Information Content)e HEZHE A& ALdEHE= didFd
A TEE E F e FES FoR R, OB, AEY fAARAYE MR A

gr) b3} 2ol el @h.
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n n—1 n
PIC=(1- Y p?— E by 2pip;)  (Weiss, 1993) (2)
i=1 =1j=i+1

@ n = locus? allele®] =, p; = locus iHA allelee] FAE %4 v &olx ojuf,
allele®] 71 29, Y4 ARPIO)FE oIHFAMAH B vz, 3
g-oeivia FE AAS HE3hE 10719 DNA 7tAE FolA DNA w7 ZFrg
H#t 3 PIC @& 738 H go| -2 v "‘Oi"”ﬂfﬂ' o a2 Ade g <FE 2>
o} i

<E 2> DNA v} 9 Allele & =48&3 H, PIC #

DNA Alleles amplified

o} 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 H PIC

BMS2519 p 0226 0016 0081 0177 0242 0161 0081 0016 0.8195 0.7947
g 0053 0016 0034 0048 0054 0047 0034 0016

TGLA44 p 0097 0129 0210 0210 0161 0.177  0.016 0.8282 0.8047
g 0037 0042 0052 0052 0047 0048 0016

ILSTS035 p 0059 0324 0147 0088 0088  0.206  0.088 0.8043 0.7824
¢ 00410 0081 00616 0049 0049 0070  0.049

BMS1242 u 0206 0029 0206 0235 0118 0206 0.8027 0.7856
g 00704 0029 0070 0073 0056  0.070

HUJ223 g 0076 0106 0258 0015 0106 0227 0076 0.121 0015 08328 08125
o 00339 0039 0050 0015 0039 0053 0033 0041 0015

BMS941 p 0016 0032 0177 029 0113 0065 0161 0081 0065 0.8296 0.8095
g 0016 0022 0048 0058 0040 0031 0047 0034 0031

BMSI1675 g 0061 0039 0212 0121 0076 0076 0015  0.045 0.7677 0.7401
o 002 006f 0051 0041 0032 0032 0015 0025

BM3507 u 0081 0097 0339 0048 0242  0.194 0.7706 0.7506
g 0034 0037 0060 0027 0054  0.050

HW-YU2-CA95 1 0207 0138 0069 0293 0293 0.7615 0.7480
o 0053 0045 0033 0060 0060

HW-YU2-CA03 1 0.8  0.I83 0017 0333 0233  0.050 0.7651 0.7285
o 0050 0050 0016 0061 0055  0.028

Z BMS2519+ Hztol 0.8195, PIC3te] 0.79472 Hzkol =3 thkdt /79 alleled

A2 emz AN AT fE AGL T 4 G A <L T Hikel Be
e N1zoz gAY

5. DNA = AAE H7}

A Ee] F&3ivtz A=sgEl DNA vlAEY AHAARS Hulslr])  EiA
MP(Match Probability), R(Relatedness coefficient)& A& 3kch.

5.1 MP(Match probability)
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MP(Match Probability) &
2, FAAREe) EFEL EPA BAY
A o] "t (Weir, 1996).
MP= [](
k=1
@, m = loci®] ¥, n, = locus k9 alleled] <, p, = locus k9 ¢ alleled] F#4€ =

T H&, p, = locus k9| j alleled] F+4€ =4 v &9,

FE Alolo] FU3F alleled 71A 5 go
gojol &g AAzALE v, & 7o)

n, ny n,

2E)+ Y Y (pp)) 3)

i=1 i=1j=1i+1

=7 Fo 23 26-29% 367H4 3055 F REI 02 33FE AMgstd, A A
of &% DNA mt7l 10708 <F 2>lA 88t o] wAEE AHEstd 5ME
& z@oz st 32749 FR 2FS /X2 DNA wtA HAHE Hrbs) 2o
DNA vl #A=& #7187 A8 MP#e 7ol 23 %8 @ol /M Re 2%
< o0& <2 3>3 2o

A}%é DNA marker =% MP
~ 8] oo =
E J L | Telad 0.053092
;
é’ 4 2 TGLA44  ILSTS035 0.003352
2
3
E 3 3 TGLAd4  ILSTS035 HUJ223 0.000162
£ 2
E 4 TGLA44 ILSTS035 HUJ223 BMS1675 0.000013
< 003362
0.000162  0.000013  0.000001 5 TGLA44  ILSTS035 HUJ223 BMS1675 CA-03 | 0,000001
0 1 2 3 4 5
No. markers
<2¥ 3> EYY F 5E Aol FUF alleled 7FE FERMP) (FEX10)
3} ohAx
g 7§e] DNA =7(TGLA44)E AH&3lAE o SHA F TE Aloldl L3 alleles
< 712 ZEMP)E 10089 52 YEdas, ¥ 719 DNA vA(TGLA44, ILSTS035)
E AR S 9 100089 3, oA 7l DNA =FA(TGLA44, ILSTS035, HUJ223,

BMSI1675, CA-03)E& A&3l9 S W vk 29 12 YEeiwto

5.2 R(Relatedness) A+

R A%E #d $EF Aold) w8 A58 Z4ss =72 ¥ gon
MP7t Y4l #X8 Rguols A8 9 & & o2 A wd R As:
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A 2L AdHA FEE Alojol #d" ZAYPAHQA &E(empirical probability)E
b A tH(Queller and Goodnigth, 1989).

R, ) = L0d)

2 if z,=y,#m
i) = BNB B o i 1

k=1p=1l=1n yli_m

. L 0 if o, #m
U)(Z)=AZ 2{[1 fm,1)] if z, =

c=11=1s

2

4)

r o= oA

s, = "tA 7 ¢ alleles®] +,

m = o7 r9 2z alleles,

2, = i BA SN et allele, kA A4, 1 ¥A locus
y, = j A E2A UEUE allele , p WA A4, 1 WA locus
) =l A locusel WA m® allele =5 Bl &

#9 R A SHEA4RAE w5 B4 gle 2EH
MPETG O LA Azd 24T #E @z £ 5+ 3

53 8 ¥ F & E(Percentage of animal incorrectly identified)

R 3ol 08E2d A YvEHYE o B utAL A& I H ookt
(Cunningham et al,, 1999). ojo] & 2% &2 t&7 2 FAHoZ Yeidr,

< IA(R)
= Bn= 2 -
(1 R=A 3
zA_{O hed A={RIR> 0.85)

MPE EAdo] [¥ 2] 22 alleles® ZEI T frequencyE 7HA L i Y=
F A allelesE TAANZAE W FEolmz2 d4 dojEgE Aolrt Y ofE
el grelgtn & 4 Utk wetA I Fol AA S 30550 HdEE 2SR gl
Rt T2 LFR SES T3 DNA vA HAEH HU7ME ARy 1 A3 o

& <a¥ 4>¢ 2}

g 7He] DNA u7(CA-03)& AH&3tS o 7iAE EAsA AEE s4H 0]
E 9F 13.7%, ¥7019 DNA r}#(CA-03, BMS2519)E AM&3l9 S W NAES B3
Al AW HAg ol A= 4.38%, 94l 789l DNA =7 (CA-03, BMS2519, ILSTS035,
BMS941, BMS1675)& A&3l9 2 o A& ESAstA AdE HAdH ol X+ 0.02%
(%, 10,000 vtal 5 2.2vt2h)E vElWt)
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181
AHed 2 oEH
IREICE U . DNA marker &% ® "
oA & g&(%)
L
§ 12 1 CA-03 13.7446
¥ ol
g 2 CA-03 BMS2519 4.38093
2 8
E sf 3 CA-03  BMS2519 ILSTS035 3.71657
£
E 4r 4 CA-03  BMS2519 HLSTS035 BMSY41 0.11109
9k
0.022649 5 CA-03 BMS2519 ILSTS035 BMS941 BMSIe?s| 0.022649
0 ¥
1 2 3 4 5

No.markers

<ag 4> DNA wAZZe] 9% R A5Y 25 &8 @ (38 X109%
A2G

54 MA HEel 74 2l ¢ DNA wtA A4
MP#t# Rg& E5F AL o AANEd 7HE 78 op7] =¢E& Fohl7)

A3 R e E3) dEsojz vy 2@go=z MP & T3ET, MPIE £3) A
HolW vA 2o 2 RS FHEGY. A3dE e <Y 5>¢9 #r)

6
Aleg TE LEF
0053062 . DNA marker 28 -
5 oH & 8%
4 4t 1 Ca-03 13.7448
)
3
z 3 2 CA-03 TGLA44 5.74094
-
£
H 9 3 CA-03 TGLA44 ILSTS035 4,50496
:
| 4 CA-03 TGLA44 ILSTS035 HUJ223 0.7129
0.003624
0.000178 0.000015 0.000001 5 CA-03 TGLA44 ILSTSO35 HUJ223 BMSI675] (.25022
0 . + . + - %
1 2 3 4 5
No.marker

<Y 5> YA F FE Alold] SU alleled 71A FEZFMP) (BFE X107
2 vpAZE

R#tE T3 Ao vpr x23do2 MP#E 732 A4 g 719 DNA utA
(CA-03)& AH&3tle W =" F FE Atolo] 4T alleless 712 F5MP)2
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10089 52 Jegyz, 5 71 DNA "A(CA-03, BMS2519)E AH&3tdS #+=
100029 3, oA 79 DNA w=#(CA-03, BMS2519, ILSTS035, BMS941, BMS1675)8
AHEEE e WE wnk 2ol 12 ey AS A" 2o MP# <a¥ 3>3 Hu

e
=2
e w  HolE HolA &3 UFE ¢ F U

1
- A€ .
13,7446 =z
é " aA % DNA marker % MP
2 0.05309
j& 1 CA-03 9
10
§ 0.00362
by 2 CA-03 DBMS251Y
i '
§ . . 0.00017
E 6 3 CA-03 BMS2519  [LSTSO35 3
%
£ 4 0.00001
4 CA-03 BAMS2519 1LSTS035 BMSY41
5 5
0 5 CA-03 BMS2519 ILSTS035 BMS941 BM?GT O'O?OOO

No.makers

& FEHEE X109 vt

ot

.

<1¥ 6> DNA wlAZzE 2% R A9 &
HAZT

38, MPzts B3 Mddojd vy 2¢§o2 R FalE A & /1¢ DNA v
A(CA-03)Z AH&3t2S w AAESE BEdsA g dAdelAE of 13.7%, F74
°] DNA w7 (CA-03, TGLA44)E Al43l4 S o 7/MAE EFZHsHA AEg HAH
olA = 574%, A 7lel DNA w7 (CA-03, TGLA44, TLSTS035, HUJ223, BMS
-1675)8 Al&3lE S o S BFAsA AEd HAHo| A 025%E YEH A
& Aas 28 <a2g LOEY A A ¥ 854 28 AR Bo A #
A MPHH R#S EF 1afle o HEFH o= BMS2519, ILSTS035, BMS94L,
BMS1675, HW-YU2-CA-03 DNAvA 7 A 2de 743 f&sttde & 4 o

6. 48

27 T #BAS 26-292 367FA 3055 2] Chromosomes©l A 15571¢] DNA w}#A
E ALg3ste] Ao {83 DNA vlA(BMS2519, TGLA44, ILSTS035 BMS
-1242, HUJ223, BMS941, BMS1675, BM3507 HW-YU2-CA-95, HW-YU2 ~CA03)&
g3, 1 2FE T MPHI RuS zede w A HF #fAE 2E2
BMS2519, IL.STS035, BMS941, BMS1675, HW-YU2-CA-0322 gsizith o £
TS 30550 AL T2 QEF FEL dFHHoZ 100007 F 2F A2 e
o, WA o] 5709 miAE B A A g HEsrde vih BEFESH
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2 4 At 22z o 499 ARE BY Aol AEHY AANE oA S8
Mt ¢ Fo EMsor Wrhs BES WY F7F Aok
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