ST& w‘é Q‘wy“ Ql""“ .

UUJ{ZU (\'\*VY) Ve )ML’/PW OJW/MQ JLW ’Animal Production Research

09 SBE po Lhoudgi 9 gyl Glao (S p ol H19 Fe5ed ol e 955l
e olelydl
Tool3 55 Ligas ™ S5 alaid

Olnl @S (5,9 Sijgal 5 lidos plojl 928 (ol pyle Dliniod dmmga bobin -
Ol @S «85,9S Gisgal g Oliioes ylojle (9iS ool pole Clihiog duge « Lutils Y

QAN /¥ oy d,l - A4 ANY sdl s &)

RN

ol 0 05 st olmlydl (cas Sl e 50 i ol lao ol g (SsFem card i 0y5l sl ol 5l Bas
992 Eyo 6015 Mol o] jo (s YI) IYAZ LAYYY gla Sl b oS ol colaiwl oaiy PYOFY sloo )55, 5l iegh
b 0y5lp gpole 5 02 Setpe 3l Dlio Sl 5 aulre odin 8 JsFeR cupo widg odd g psleez (2f Ol
oo il g 0,0 Bg2g (28 o3l o3 Eo o] jo (o) AAYY) ygp oaiy OFAAY ol lis leazsl
Slp (K] B8, Seer Slidl oo SO sl ) Sodpd Gl aivg /o0 g 0/ F i 4 g ol g (63,8 SeeR
(Odgs Jsl &am NV 59) & past land otz E5b 09 (o Eob (o (KR NT 5 Sudd (T, S )3 (o 09 Slie
c=o LN EVIVY GNAY SVIEA VY e foF i € ensS sl 39 5 (YT 9 Y VA adn 10) € 0p55 (59 Ceoles
u_;).c ul?ula)b" °F &).A oli..m.“ )0 Cumo §0g Al D99 L LS‘PF"'Q )L.\.a.o as sls ULOAAJ GILAJ W AML’X.A_'/’ \ 5—‘/‘Y
Lol el U&""’)“' ;LA.I]GJ Vo] GLQW B U?I’“‘bf“'c oJJ)J é}u AS...“ a =L’>9.| L| ol ﬁS AW J,...S dwarmT J.Jé L)

Sged pladl g 51 36 Callasl Jlaiol BT 2815 g 53 o 58 slagieal plonl L s

ol ,ly addge o sogs & po golaill Blas (s> ed Curez ( Se>ep Al i gudS sojlg

*

sholehghorbani@gmail.corsiue suis 95

doi: 10.22124/AR.2021.18117.1573



o9 SBE e drendsi s @y Slio (S o] 5 S5 Oiee psln )y (55 L 5 SLE e vy

& 5 S iS5 STye 5l s0lass Ty ol 51 paS 35 e
&3¢ ly aibaie bulid G (g ST ol &8
ylo Gidg py 1) ead el (oo slag e slaosy
o5 gy sl Gl cage laasly Gl 2
Sl 00l VWAL Jlos ;o dsdad ol OY dg0> ,o ,0iS
.(Kamalzadelet al., 2008

Js lse Sl el g pls oI5 Mol slaasly o
@ gl plnil Slaw (ol sla )l elul 2 aw
5t ol glaels Comer Sty Jlls e (pan
i Jl 50 pghie jsbay (ol ozl 5 bl
soal, o (Oleforuh-Okolehet al., 201D <ol
BLUP L s ol o e by &
12255, SeS 4 osip 5o (Aol (5, &Sl s
Luly, lade cuilwglinss 9 onin 393 (s
e xS uges Wb)ly (5 S 58 g swislaag
Sgltngs S8l (ol (slaiy)l Ysens wgiin 350
Bl 4y ymie Wlgi ooyl (] 45 00l 8915 e 4 Su055
oRlB el s GBan gl 29 Sl L
Oleforuhy sqi al¥ o Jeee o Sy olplas
j9p b oo Sy LsLls (Okoleh et al., 2011
opnd JSle (owyp nlple WS i (SeFee
J GxSslr sl Sl o Ghieel SRS 5 leals
Kim etal., ) o, ol b coonl bl o Sloe jials
Jdo 4 wiglangs ol 8l 5l eolanul a5 Sl 51 (2007
Oy Vb e Wlee Sge pdlly sl als
5 el SRRl s g0 il Sl saiglin o>
Si9re wonlply 10gd eanl o bl 4 Eul elS
Loy )50ty 45 @lalunez )0 (So3pd (e 45 ol
20l 6 Ol 35 s ead 0yl g (o)l
Sodaly 3wl jobay U 3gd (o) me Slio
(Lariviere et al., 201) w,.5 1,3 Lsse goly ol
S8l el 5l (56 (S Ssate 2 ode (D90 (nl o
a3 el 6 Telr 5 Peee pae 5 e BTy
.(Norberg and Sgrensen, 2007; Etegaai ., 2015
cpd e (S95 agh plxl Gl Bas ) (nl )
5 hlize slodls po ol Sldi Wy, (o) (So>en

doddo

2 e ho dlopw 9 (S5 55 Aoz Sl sag slog e
J—o25 g (b DL 51s QUL Sl s a5 009y 5908
Trbe o wlore SO Gleie 4 0jg el ae Ll S
ooyl el s (6l LT iS5 5 e bl 45wt
g 5929 Ly .(Ghorbaniet al., 2013 cul g,9,5
ol 50 0ud Pl sals I Ll OYgame 00,0l
Bman ;3 Sloimy (o Jled oy Yty Glizres
] 90 s e it e sLmosysld 5 Y geasms
3 ot el 53 1y ooden i (o9 (sl i,
9 P Ok layelS Sl )0 poye Sty n Slrls]
Tongsiriet al., ) asloolsy plasl oy 4 drwg Jl> 0
258 Gl )L e (egr Sl pe cogdle 4 (2019
S )55l (e aoe Ll L g ooy e e
3 o3 OB N (5,50 e 42,51 .(Lariviereet al., 2010
5k pae Jod 5l ook blie Lol el (rnly Ly, Ll
Cunglie oS (5, Az ¢ hy9y B slacsslod @
sl 5 ol o bl b g Lagg o 5l (S pln 5o
3 gd oo oliwg, o lails wwljs iolidl cel 5 as)ls
g ol wotlae CodeS 5 gyl Lo 4 s Sk
o g S by sl 6 aolym Lol wlady
Pym and) cewl asdl ol 3l cegn Bosy £,

.(Hoffmann, 2006; Tongsist al., 2019
e Conds sz oly 5l ns slapls 43 ludy o |
S e 5 (Uhen bulps g 43 Jals Gase)
coadyy @S ans wix b U el Sl
SiasliS sz Slis asgezme o G5 5 et
ol pole Dladoy duinhe 5 (oo Dol dgugs Cdglas)
o9 owb Dladsi (a5 g (B s jshiie 4 (a5
Soorte ORIBl jsbie 4y L)y cnl yo el oad ol
b golamdl ppe Slio ol aclipy 925 (ogr slag o
Ol Al 50 9 L85 5 axg 090 Sl
Slasl sogr Sl e 3155 ol oKyl ab b o oolKiny]
Gaan 9 s Gleily Gl S cnl codled el Lol
dilaie el uly b o ool dilaie o gosy (slaye
plsl Jud o 0 ¥4 Slles g ails (g)55L



Yy

VYD)V ablpga o lodlods Jlu sols Sladss Sligios

oy9kiiegs €0 adgi il cpl o olE ol Bos
ghw ;0 e g Sate ded kulid 0 Byep sl
Seegs el lno «Bod oyl 3555 gl JA el Lo,
g5k (o (SR VY 0 o (g ool Dlao 5 Slee
Ol g oy gl ale a 50 €S Sl (g
A i85 I 50 (S TV 5 Ve YA 50) €505 ()
O g lhe Jold hagn ool 5o addllas 890 Dlio
(o ok 0j9 5 S Y 5 St o S, S 0)
(odss Jgl & VY ,0) € s slawd o cwiz S0l
Odsl 039 9 (VY 9 ¥e VA adn )3) 50055 ()39 0eSilie
b saglings Laly, g Sledbl 5 5] weg E eSS
Gole 5 608 Sempr amsbre gl (BN G el
ol opobe 5 @33 HsFpd ways b ool
Sargolzaeiet al., ) CFC 158l o, 5l oolazwl b Baiy
bl gl ol oy cloo,lel 5 5,81, (2006
50 05 OBNn Cumexr 5 Comex S 0 wo)e
calre (Sl e 8 el s bl 5 090
Gl 2o )d iy Ol Lolgh 4y (gol,ail GoSen
w0l ;0 37 ge (BN n SeFer culyd dnale
Gilp Ay 4 el p SeFer (g, ey
a5 Sysl (V0 a5s) SPSSI5al o5 b s ygew S
P58 055 5 diial U5 5) 5 rsen w5l ol 5l Gigens
og> 3l oolaiwl gl 4y 58l a5 pl jo .0l dewle CFC
2 &5 0500 ool Gl wgSae 5l uiglisgs e
Spas 5 pS Al g Cl @y o Ghg) ool ez
Hade aculxe sl (Sargolzaeiet al., 2000 oS o
B e slesysle 5 03 SeFee 5l Slio (g S,
wleiw,s iSlas by, 9 (Meyer, 2007 Wombat
o bl Sl sl o ) ooliiul b 'oad sgame
e Gl a4 sy0ke 5 08 SFed wuye (5 L
e gl Gl el el (o s (SeS
I I T R R L
i )8 Dl 1 eolainl b e ol Ol Le (lgae

1. Restricted maximum likelihood (REML)

a5 5 saddsi Slao o Slos  FgBee ol
Ol (oo €0 ol5 ol okl (092 Slogpe 50
D9 st

by, g olge

o9 Ex 2555 g 0l ol 35 e g cnl el Gl
O po 315 ol 5 sy Blanl b 4 05y oy ool
£ o Voo alf sl gl b sl VYVY Lo 5 coss
b biw soed U (5,90 5l ddlato 1o (090 Slagwg > 9
Oley slaoly sgys Jletol (nyieS &5 glalivg,
5 ki Bl ey 5 Soslaer il 1) (2 )5 5 seio
Sliloe ol LS5 adgl alS ¥ (dlage Slles bl
o5t 9 O ol jgoay A5 nl 0 (659,55,
Sloslil b s oo sk (708 slie 2 bl
A5 1>l (Sargolzaeiet al., 2006 CFC 58l 5
W ma> il 4 g o9 allla oS i slaSt
aS 0gy slisS w o yhiel ogud Al wd )T A o €06
Sobohaid £ye poadl ke (S WS 0 (SeFen
5o i 5 s o Sl Bl (eled 5 05 (5SS g >
Goslanzr Glagreest (59) diddige 5K s plon
5 ouF Sl om g wb e ke gy ojled wad
bd> g aiad ools JI 3 _iSazem puile o gunaz o
Jie Ghen sl 4 g S0 led s 5l
b ooaiy PVOFY Sledbl 1 SeiS iegh o Ll
ol oKl s (s YY) VFAF B OYVY b Lo

SR Ng) o2 Sl 2 Olmlydl e Ee S0l

il b oolital nge oladl Slis o] b
ol ool 43‘)| V Joaz po K| U"‘ 0 s
Lgl.mafc olss C)La‘ oKt 30 o,ds Sledlbsl -Y - Jgus

E Ql-’.L.il-f)sT Tl
Table 1. Pedigree information in theseding station
of West Azerbaijamative fowls

Item Number
Animals in pedigree 61563
Inbreds 54981
Sires 1792
Dams 9861
Animals with offspring 11653
Animals without offspring 50324




o9 SBE e drendsi s @y Slio (S o] 5 S5 Oiee psln )y (55 L 5 SLE e vy

Slio » fhe iz Sl g Slio den p Jge (GH) (o258
g e VY g St 3 (i (39 0T 3as S S O s
s Sdo p S5 (67535955 gy, Slawi (SeS it
BT oy M ediae (S5 BT oy A d(§ e
(s ole sails o (BT oy i€ g yole cialidl Sl
bgye Slanlie 4 1) ol T o8 cold o le X
sl (S BT & e Gwle 1Z) S
lpd e Zy WS oo b ye Slaslin ) e
by wlhialin & 1, gpole iyl g b1 o
ke oy e BT &5 olys e ile Z iS5 e
5 ol BT oy € S o bgye laalie 4 I,
S oo g e oiol38l Sy S il leS :Covia,m)

g inads 5 ody Clas o L;Lam)l.J
Slao u‘).u.’.: wfa el 00l 43‘)‘ Y Jj» ).) S
ob)ly a5 amsge lis Camez cpl )0 gy p 9590
el ol L 5V s 50 % 035 e g
& oSS olaed Cdo [0 Sl Copd (o YL ises
Widio S Ol a0 3o (A H9bas ol salie oy
Ll (g8 wbds! Jds 4 sl oo o] obj Ol pis

alis yzy oy Slp ny JSE 4 ol
0l dwloee B Jow oy o cse

%= -¥(Log likelihood ,Ls 5,5 Jow- LOg

likelihood ,:STas>  Jaw)

J392 17 b g ot auiloo laJas &S s glis o
RPN R AUV | E- S S KV U W1 v 93
Iy il Joo b )l 1) gletin s o2,
S ojls iy bl bl bdae ple p Ghee o
9 Sl san pae D ypo 50 Al o gixe T (g0
b Jae resls sl 5 3 e ol o sl
oy lade yisman 0l colawl Jae o Sewlie lgie
e o slp b 5 608 Sl DS
A 15 caikie oo gl el
5l o &yl oolatl 5,90 slo oo

y =Xb +Z,a +e Ve
y=Xb+Z,a+Zc+€ Y o

y=Xb+Z,a+Zm+e Cov@m)=0 ¥ o

y=Xb+Z;a+Zm+e Cov@m)#0 ¢ Jowe
y=Xb +Z;a+2Z,m
+ZqC+ €
y= Xb +Zla + sz
+ZCct+e

Cov@am)=0 , Jowe

Cov@m)#0 ¢ Jowe

BT e th las 0590 Co lp Sloalin Jlop iy S
max g Cugim s SOl Sl el (e slo prite 9 0l

ot ol il o] oy slag ey die 0y g sodg Dlao Lhog o oylel -Y Jgax
Table 2. Description of production and reproducti@its in thebreeding statioof West Azerbaijamative fowls

Traits
Item BW1 BW8 BW12 ASM WSM EN EW1 AEW
@ @ @ @ @ (n) @ @
No. Records 53611 56171 59056 28776 28857 26711 28727 28745

Mean () 42.45 812.78 1388.37 176.47 2193.16 33.94 47.09 52.54
SD 3.58 179.78 255.68 17.53 194.09 14.30 6.22 3.28
Minimum 26 300 600 127 1200 1 20.10 30.80
Maximum 63.80 9201 2560 244 3380 86 87.40 88.56
CV (%) 8.43 22.12 18.42 9.94 8.85 42.13 13.20 6.25

"BW1: Body weight at hatch, BW8: Body weight at 8eke of age, BW12: Body weight at 12 weeks of agBMA Age at
sexual maturity, WSM: Weight at sexual maturity,:E®g number in the first 12 weeks of productiod/E Egg weight at the
first day of laying, AEW: Average egg weight at weef 28, 30 and 32 in laying period.
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Table 3. Distribution of birds in different classas
inbreeding (F)

Category (%) No. Frequency (%)
F=0 6582 10.69
O<F<5 16174 26.27
5<F<10 28144 45.72
10<F<15 9891 16.07

1< <20 659 1.07

20< F<25 67 0.11

25< F<30 44 0.07

30< <35 2 0.003
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Fig. 1. Trend of individual inbreeding in whole pdgtions in different generations
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Fig. 2. Trend of maternal inbreeding in whole p@pioins in different generations
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Table 4. Log likelihood of studied economic traits

o Models
Traits 1 > 3 2 5 6
BW1 -89340.84 -87060.32 -87083.85 -87072.60 -868M3. -86897.40
BW8 -287340.99 -287315.37 -287344.09 -287286.63 73R8.21 -287273.53
BW12 -316843.56 -316809.99 -316828.65 -316826.72 16889.17 -316801.96
WSM -157285.04 -157278.90 -157280.37 -157267.76 21367 -157265.22
EW1 -61686.53 -61678.44 -61685.10 -61679.62 -6MBY8. -61674.45
ASM -88723.03 -88715.46 -88721.80 -88618.55 88715.46 -88615.96
EN -69741.36 -69741.28 -69741.37 -69739.50 -69741.29 -69739.30
AEW -42228.97 -42228.66 -42228.33  -42213.59 -42228.30 -42213.60

"BW1: Body weight at hatch, BW8: Body weight at 8eke of age, BW12: Body weight at 12 weeks of agBMAAge at
sexual maturity, WSM: Weight at sexual maturity,:E®g number in the first 12 weeks of productiod/E Egg weight at the

first day of laying, AEW: Average egg weight at weef 28, 30 and 32 in laying period

-Best model is shown as bold
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Table 5. Variance component estimation and the @npiindividual and maternal inbreeding on bodyghe¢ traits

ltem BW1 BWS BW12 WSM'
Impact of individual inbreeding -0.04+0.0002 -1.52+0.003 -2.49+0.002 -1.2240.002
Impact of maternal inbreeding 0.006+0.0001 -0.1740.002 -0.25+0.006 1.7240.003
6%, 2.40 3182.8 4972.7 6545.2
6° 2.06 211.03 673.88 417.29
6% 2.03 370.34 221.42 704.75
6% 6.62 8160.8 21878 24253
6% 12.61 11213 27163 30476

6 ar -0.50 -712.27 -583.69 -1444.5
Far -0.23 -0.66 -0.56 -0.67

h%, 0.19+0.02 0.28+0.02 0.18+0.01 0.21+0.02
c? 0.16+0.01 0.02+0.004 0.02+0.004 0.010.01
h%, 0.160.02 0.03+0.01 0.01+0.004 0.02+0.01

"P<0.05, 6%, Additive genetic variancep?, Maternal additive genetic varianég; Maternal permanent environmental
varianceg%; Residual varianceﬁzp: Phenotypic variancey,,; Direct-maternal genetic covarianceg,, rDirect-maternal genetic
correlation, P,; Direct heritability h?,: Maternal heritability, ¢: Ratio of maternal permanent environmental e
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Table 6. Variance component estimation and the ainp&individual and maternal inbreeding on produtiand
reproduction traits

ASM EN EW1 AEW
Impact of individual inbreeding 0.12+0.0002 -0.01+0.0002 -0.01+0.0002  -0.02+0.0003
Impact of maternal inbreeding 0.16+0.0001 0.02+0.0003 0.02+0.002 0.02+0.0002
62, 52.55 4.80 3.06 1.75
62 4.91 - 0.60 -
62, - - 0.31 0.30
62 174.77 88.14 28.30 7.32
6% 232.23 92.94 31.63 8.87
6 ar - - -0.64 -0.49
Farr - - -0.65 -0.69
h?, 0.23+0.01 0.05+0.01 0.10+0.01 0.20+0.02
C? 0.02+0.01 - 0.02+0.01 -

h? -

- 0.01+0.01 0.03+0.01

m
"P<0.05, 6%, Additive genetic variancef?,; Maternal additive genetic variang; Maternal permanent environmental
varianceg%; Residual varianceﬁzp: Phenotypic variancey,,; Direct-maternal genetic covarianceg,, rDirect-maternal genetic
correlation, R; Direct heritability, R Maternal heritability, & Ratio of maternal permanent environmental effect
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Abstract

The present study aimed to estimate the inbreembeficient and its impact on the economically impat traits in
West Azerbaijan native fowl$n this research, 61563 records collected from 183018 (21 generations) from the
breeding station of West Azerbaijan native fowlsswaed. Thénbreeding coefficient of birds and the impacts of
individual and maternal inbreeding on traits weséneated. Pedigree analysis showed that 54981 18%)30f all
chickens were inbreth the breeding station o¥Vest Azerbaijamative fowls andhe averages of individual and
maternal inbreeding coefficients were estimatetded.06 and 0.05, respectively. Inbreeding deprasfir body
weight at hatch, at eight weeks and 12 weeks of age and weight at sexual maturity, egg humbe fitist 12
weeks of production), an average of egg produdtion8”, 30™ and 32" weeks of production, and weight at the
first egg-laying due to one percent increase inviddal inbreeding was as -0.04, -1.52, -2.49, 01222, -0.01,
-0.01 and -0.02, respectively. The results showespite close population in Azerbaijan native chickeation, the
inbreeding rate was low because of implementing@pjate mating designs. Although, the absendalwked birds

is almost impossible in the closed population,sitpossible to have a suitable mating design foucied the
probable undesirable effects of inbreeding.
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