ISSN: 2312-3370, Agricultural Science and Practice, 2020, Vol. 7, No. 1

UDC 577.21:636.082

ASSOCIATION OF LEP- AND CTSF-GENOTYPES WITH LEVELS
OF MEAT QUALITY PSE, NOR AND DFD IN PIGS OF LARGE

WHITE BREED OF UKRAINIAN SELECTION

I. B. Bankovska'*, Y. K. Oliinychenko', V. N. Balatsky’,
T. V. Buslyk', S. M. Hryshchenko? R. L. Susol®

!'The Institute of Pig Breeding and Agroindustrial Production, NAAS of Ukraine, 1,
Shvedska mohyla Str., Poltava, 36013, Ukraine

? National University of Life and Environmental Sciences of Ukraine, 13, Heroyiv Oborony Str., Kyiv, 03041, Ukraine

3 Odesa State Agrarian University, 13, Panteleymonivska Str., Odesa, 65039, Ukraine

E-—mail: gloryir2017@gmail.com™, olejliza@gmail.com, vnbalatsky@gmail.com, tvbuslyki@gmail.com,
s_grishchenko@ukr.net, kafedratvppt@ukr.net

Received December 05, 2019 / Received February 13, 2020 / Accepted March 20, 2019

Aim. To study the distribution of genotypes by polymorphisms of the leptin (LEP SNP g.3469 T > C, LEP SNP
2.2845 A > T) and cathepsin F (CTSF SNP g.22 C > G) genes according to the quality levels PSE, NOR and
DFD meat in Large White pig breed of Ukrainian selection and to find associations of genetic markers with
the total indicator of meat quality. Methods. We studied meat samples (m. longissimus dorsi) from 102 pigs of
Ukrainian Large White breed, raised to the weight at slaughter of 120 + 5 kg in the experimental farm “Stepne”
of the Poltava region, Ukraine. The ranking of muscle tissue was carried out according to the total indicator of
meat quality (TM). PCR-RFLP analysis was used for DNA typing. The associations between genetic markers
and TM were determined using ANOVA. Results. Genetic population analysis of Large White breed pigs of
Ukrainian selection by genetic markers LEP SNP g.3469 T > C, LEP SNP g.2845 A>T and CTSF SNP g.22
C > G was carried out. The informative value of LEP SNP g.2845 A>T and CTSF SNP g.22 C > G, accord-
ing to the calculated polymorphism information content, was optimal for associative studies (PIC = 0.311 and
0.373, respectively). The distribution of meat samples by quality levels PSE, NOR and DFD was performed.
Most of them had traits of moderately expressed (n = 22) and weakly expressed (n = 59) PSE defect (light,
soft, exudative meat). The calculated coefficients of Chuprov’s mutual conjugation between the genotypes for
the studied SNPs and meat quality levels showed a moderate relationship between the genotypes for LEP SNP
2.2845 A>T and CTSF SNP g.22 C > G and meat quality levels, K = 0.26 and 0.24, respectively. According
to the results of ANOVA, the differences were found between homozygous and heterozygous CTSF SNP g.22
C > G genotypes in terms of the total indicator of meat quality. Conclusions. The meat of heterozygous pigs
for CTSF SNP g.22 C > G (g.22GC) is characterized by a higher total indicator of meat quality (4.6) compared
to the meat of homozygous animals g.22GG (4.2, p <0.05) and g.22CC (3.9, p <0.01).
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INTRODUCTION

Current breeding tendencies, aimed at increasing the
meatiness of pig carcasses and intensification of pork
production in severe conditions of technological stress,
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are considered to be generally determined factors, neg-
atively affecting meat quality (Lourenco D et al, 2016).
World practice still faces the negative side of this ap-
proach — there are less supplies of pork for the process-
ing enterprises with the characteristics of normal qual-
ity (NOR), instead there are more frequent incidents
of meat defects — PSE (pale, soft, exudative) and DFD
(dark, firm, dry) which decrease its technological qual-
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ity and attractiveness for consumers considerably who
often relate poor quality to the issues of food safety
(Cassens R., 2000).

Meat with PSE defect has light color, soft loose
structure, considerable release of meat juice due to
low moisture-retaining ability and high active acidity
(pH). In 24 h after the slaughter of pigs, the meat with
DFD defect has dark color, dense location of fibers,
pH level exceeding 6.3, high moisture-retaining abi-
lity, increased adhesiveness which is a favorable envi-
ronment for the development of pathogenic microflora
(Cobanovié N et al, 2016).

Both defects have negative effect on economic effi-
ciency of meat product processing due to the increase
in additional expenses of enterprises for stabilization
and improvement of material quality. In this aspect,
the prediction and estimation of pork quality is of
special relevance for successful production of a high-
quality product.

Recently, the novel breeding methods, based on typ-
ing pigs by genes, which are associated with produc-
tive traits of animals and belong to quantitative trait
loci (QTL), are applied to solve problematic issues of
the quantity and quality of pork meat. This approach
was used as a basis for marker assisted selection
(MAS) or gene assisted selection (GAS), the applica-
tion of which accelerates considerably the process of
selecting the desired genotypes and obtaining animals
with planned productivity parameters. Leptin (LEP)
and cathepsin F (CTSF) genes belong to QTL-genes
or candidates for QTL. These are directly involved in
controlling the finishing traits of pigs and the quality
indices of meat and fat.

Leptin gene in the genome of pigs is localized in
chromosome 18, it includes three exons and two in-
trons (Bidwell A et al, 1997). Leptin is a key hormone
of the energy exchange in the organism, involved in
regulating appetite (Pankov Yu, 1999), insulin synthe-
sis (Ishikawa M et al, 1998), functioning of genito-
urinary system (Munusamy S et al, 2015), impacting
the reproductive function of animals and quantitative
parameters of meat and fat (Kennes Y et al, 2001, de
Oliveira Peixoto J et al, 2006). The effect of leptin is
modulated via leptin receptors (LEPR), whose corre-
sponding gene is associated with productivity traits of
pigs (Balatsky Vet al, 2016 a,b, Ros-Freixedes R et al
2016, Pérez-Montarelo D et al, 2013).

Cathepsins belong to the family of peptidase en-
zymes — proteinases, which are mainly located in ly-
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sosomes of skeletal muscles and have a wide spectrum
of functions (Mammes O et al, Russo V et al, 1998).
They participate in catabolism of the main proteins
and have highly specific proteolytic activity. These
enzymes are closely associated with the regulation
of biochemical processes and activation of hormones
and proenzymes (Piorkowska K et al, 2012) and are
involved in the processing of antigens (Zavasnik B
and Turk B, 2006). Cathepsin F gene is located in pigs
on chromosome 2, pl4-p17, not far from cathepsin D
genes and insulin-like growth factor 2. The latter is
viewed as imprinting QTL for meat productivity traits
of pigs (Laere A et al, 2003).

Many studies demonstrated the association of leptin
and cathepsin F genes separately with some parameters
of pig growth intensity, amount and quality of meat
(Russo V et al, 2004, Davoli R et al, 2016, Ramos A et
al, 2006). However, the level of productivity of animals
is determined by a complex of interrelated characteris-
tics, which depend on the impact of genetic and techno-
logical factors. For instance, meat with PSE and DFD
defects is characterized by different indices of pH, col-
or, consistency, moisture-retaining ability. Therefore,
the search for association between genetic markers and
a complex of indicators or indices of productivity traits
of pigs which consider different parameters and their
mutual relations in the integrated way, is actually rel-
evant among novel directions of modern research.

The aim of the work. To investigate the distribution of
genotypes by single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNP)
of leptin (LEP SNP g.3469 T > C, LEP SNP g.2845
A>T) and cathepsin F (CTSF SNP g.22 C > G) genes
by meat quality levels PSE, NOR and DFD in Large
White pigs of Ukrainian selection and to find associa-
tions of genetic markers with the total indicator of meat
quality (TM).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The study was conducted using the ffattening pigs
of Large White breed of Ukrainian selection (102
animals, including 52 sows and 50 castrated boars)
in the experimental farm (EF) “Stepne” of the Insti-
tute of Pig Breeding and the Agroindustrial Production
of NAAS in Poltava region. The animals were kept
in group pens of 40 animals, raised till the weight at
slaughter of 120 + 5 kg using the combined feeds of
the own production. The level of feeding corresponded
to the norms for finishing pigs by all the main indi-
ces (National Research Council, 2012). The combined
feeds by two recipes were used with the addition of
grain foundation, vegetative protein supplements and
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2 % premix, manufactured by AgroFeed company
(Hungary). Control slaughter of experimental animals
was done in the meat-processing shop of the farm. No
additional sedatives were applied to the pigs.

Meat samples were taken from the longest back
muscle (m. longissimus dorsi) at the level of vertebrae
9-12 after 48 h aging of semi-carcasses at +2—4 °C.
1 g of muscle tissue was taken from each sample for
genetic studies. Experimental animals, from whose
carcasses the samples were further taken, were previ-
ously examined for the presence of the recessive al-
lele of ryanodine receptor 1 (RYRI), associated with
stress sensitivity of pigs and thus with meat defects, in
their genome (Ciepielewski Z et al, 2016). All animals
had genotype g.1843CC, which excluded the impact of
RYRI on meat quality indices.

According to the sequence of working methods and
analysis of the results obtained, scientific investiga-
tions were conducted in three stages: population ge-
netic analysis; distribution of meat samples of different
genotypes by quality levels; search for association be-
tween genotypes and meat quality levels.

DNA was extracted from muscle tissue, using ion—
exchange resin Chellex-100 (Walsh P et al, 2013).
Genotyping by LEP SNP g.3469 T > C, LEP SNP g.2845
A>T and CTSF SNP g.22 C > G was conducted using
PCR-RFLP with the consideration of the protocols,
described in the articles (Kennes Y et al, 2001, de Olivei-

ra Peixoto J et al, 2006, Russo V et al, 1998), the structure
of primers and amplification conditions are presented
in Table 1. The selection of primers and amplification
conditions for PCR-amplification of DNA—fragment,
containing LEP SNP g.2845 A > T, was done using
Primer3Plus programme (Untergasser A et al, 2007)

PCR was conducted in 25 pl (final volume) of the
reaction mixture, containing 100 ng of genomic DNA,
200 nM of forward and reverse primers, 2.5 mM MgCl,,
0.25 mM of each ANTP and one unit of recombinant Taq
DNA-polymerase (Thermo Scientific, USA). The re—
striction of amplificates was conducted according to
the protocol of the manufacturer (Thermo Scientific,
USA) for each endonuclease used. The electrophoretic
separation of restriction products was done in 2 %
agarose gel at the voltage of electric fields of 120 V.

GENALEX 6 (Peakall R and Smouse P, 2006) was
used to calculate population genetic parameters.

The distribution of muscle tissue by the manifesta-
tion of the corresponding quality characteristics was
done by the method of determining the total indicator
of meat quality (TM) (Lisitsyin A et al, 2008). This
method was used to estimate: pH (with a portable de-
vice “LF-Star CPU-Pistole”, Germany), the intensity of
staining and consistency on the sample section (using
the nine-point and five-point scales of special sensory
evaluation tables respectively). The total indicator of
meat quality was calculated by the formula: TM =5.4 +

Table 1. The structure of primers and conditions of PCR—amplification, restriction endonucleases and PCR-RFLP patterns

of different alleles
Conditions of PCR-amplification
Genes and . content Restriction endonucleases
SNP Structure of primers Size of Annealing of and PCR-RFLP patterns
amplification | temperature of alleles
duct (bp) ©C) MeCl,
pro P (mM)
LEP
g2845A>T | FTGGCGAGCCTGGAGCAGT 248 65 2.0 | (Xball):
R:GCAGCCTCCATCCCTAAGTGGG allele g.2845A, 242 bp
allele g.2845T, 170 + 72 bp
LEP
23469 T>C | FFAACAGAGGGTCACCGGTTTG 486 63 2.0 | (Hinf1):
R.TTTGGAAGAGCAGCTTAGCG allele g.3469T 486 bp
allele g.3469C 343+143 bp
CTSF
g22G>C F:AGGGAGGGCTGGAGACGGAGT 118 58 20 |(Rsal):
R:TCATTCTGGCTCAGCTCCAC allele g.22G 118 bp
allele g.22C 97+ 21 bp
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+pH +0.65-Z+0.35 - K, where pH — measured value
of pH; Z — staining intensity; K — consistency.

Quality levels of muscle tissue corresponded to the
expected quantitative value of TM. Extreme PSE (extr)
<1.50, highly expressed PSE (high) — 1.51-2.50, mod-
erate PSE (mid) — 2.51-3.50, weakly expressed PSE
(low) — 3.51-4.50, normal NOR — 4.51-5.50, weakly
expressed DFD (low) — 5.51-6.50, moderate DFD
(mid) — 6.51-7.50, highly expressed DFD (high) —
7.51-8.50, extreme DFD (extr) > 8.51 (Lisitsyin A et
al, 2008).

The associations between genetic markers and the
total indicator of meat quality were investigated by
ANOVA using Statistica 6.0 for Windows. The MS
Excel 2007 package was used to calculate the statis-
tical coefficient of Chuprov’s mutual conjugation (K)
to study the relationship strength between the variation
of two attributive traits. Coefficients acquire the val-
ues from 0 to 1. The value of the coefficient, close to
1, demonstrates closer relationship between the traits
(Lackin G, 1990).

RESULTS

At the first stage of the study, specific population ge-
netic parameters were determined for the group of pigs,
used in the work, by genetic markers LEP SNP g.2845
A>T, LEP SNP g.3469 T > C and CTSF SNP g.22
G > C. The analysis results, presented in Table 2, dem-
onstrate higher frequency of allele g.22C by CTSF SNP
g.22 G > C. The highest number of animals had het-
erozygous genotype g.22CG (51 pigs), there were 31

animals with genotype g.22CC, and 20 animals — with
genotype g.22GG.

Each genotype by CTSF SNP g.22 G > C was pre-
sented with a different number of animals, the infor-
mative value of this genetic marker (PIC = 0.373) was
optimal for associative studies (Hao L et al, 2011).

A similar situation in terms of distribution of geno-
types and informative value of the genetic marker was
observed for LEP SNP g.2845 A>T. In case of LEP SNP
2.3469 T > C of the investigated group of animals were
presented by two genotypes only, mostly g.3469TT.
The frequency of the minor allele g.3469C was low,
thus, the informative value of LEP SNP g.3469 T > C
was beyond the range of the optimal one (PIC =0.136).
It should be noted that the balance of genotypes by all
the investigated SNP corresponded to the equilibrium
(Graffelman J and Bruce S, 2018), which is manifested
in the value of ¥

At the second stage of the study, the total indicator
of meat quality was calculated for each meat sample
under evaluation and the samples were distributed
by the corresponding levels. Among 102 samples, 22
were characterized as the ones with PSE mid features,
59 were referred to PSE low, 18 samples had notable
NOR meat qualities and 3 samples were found with
DFD low features. In general, there was prevalence of
meat samples with the characteristics, which had dif-
ferent intensity of PSE defect (81 samples).

Meat samples of different quality levels were distrib-
uted according to specific genotypes by each investi-

Table 2. The frequencies of alleles and genotypes and the informative value of genetic markers LEP SNP g.2845 A>T, LEP

SNP £.3469 T > C and CTSF SNP 222 G>C

Genetic marker Frequencies of alleles Frequencies of genotypes Ho/He e PIC
CTSF SNP g.22C 222G g.22CC g.22CG 2.22GG 0.014 | 0373
222 C>G 0.55 0.45 0.304/0.307 | 0.500/0.494 | 0.196/0.199

@31 (51) (20)
LEP SNP g.2845A g.2845T g2845AA | g2845AT | g2845TT | 0.720 | 0.311
2.2845 A>T 0.74 0.26 0.539/0.555 | 0.412/0.380 | 0.049/0.065

(55) (42) ®)
LEP SNP g.3469T g.3469C 23469TT | g3469TC | g3469CC | 0.843 | 0.136
2.3469 T>C 0.92 0.08 0.833/0.840 | 0.167/0.153 | 0.000/0.007

(85) (17) (0)

Note: the number of animals for each genotype is presented in brackets; H — observed heterozygosity; H_— expected hete—
rozygosity; PIC — polymorphism information content; y*> — value of criterion y* while estimating the significance of the devia—

tion in the distribution of genotypes from Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium.
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gated polymorphism of genes. The results are present-
ed in Fig. 1-3.

As for polymorphism of CTSF SNP g.22 C > G, the
animals with genotype g.22CG prevailed within each
quality level. In the most numerous group, PSE low,
the animals with genotype g.22CC were ranked sec-
ond. In general, no obvious specificities were observed
in the distribution of genotypes of samples depending
on their belonging to the meat quality level. A similar
distribution was observed for LEP SNP g.2845 A>T.
In all the groups of samples with PSE quality charac-
teristics, there were more animals with homozygous
genotype g.2845AA and somewhat fewer animals
with heterozygous g.2845AT. As for LEP SNP g.3469
T > C, the pigs with homozygous genotype g.3469TT,
most frequently observed in our experiment, prevailed
in all the groups by meat quality. Therefore, the distri-

18

bution of genotypes by each SNP within each group
of meat quality for each quality level of muscle tissue
corresponded to their general distribution in the total
sampling of animals.

At the third stage of the study, the search for the re-
lationship between a specific allele or genotype was
conducted using the genetic marker with a complex of
traits. The calculations were done based on the analysis
of the frequencies of alleles and genotypes of animals,
differing in the manifestation of these traits (or selected
in different directions regarding their manifestation). In
our experiment, a complex of traits (complex evalua-
tion) was the total indicator of meat quality, based on
which meat samples were distributed into groups ac-
cording to the quality levels PSE, NOR and DFD. The
differences between the obtained distribution groups
by frequencies of alleles and/or genotypes, detected at
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the previous stage of the study, may demonstrate the
association between the latter and some levels of meat
quality. However, the statistical analysis results did not
manifest any registration of specific allele variants or
genotypes for any determined level of meat quality.

Another approach to determining the associations
between the mentioned polymorphisms and meat
quality levels was the estimation of the coefficient of
Chuprov’s mutual conjugation between genotypes by
the investigated SNP and meat quality levels. Accord-
ing to our results, presented in Table 3, there is only a
very weak relationship (K = 0.05) between genotypes
by LEP SNP g.3469 T > C and meat quality levels.
K =0.26 and 0.24 between genotypes by SNPs LEP
2.2845 A>T and CTSF g.22 C > G and meat quality
levels respectively, which demonstrates a moderate
relationship between them. However, the coefficient
of Chuprov’s mutual conjugation indicates only the
existence of a relationship between two attributive
features, in this case between genotypes by each SNP
and meat quality levels PSE, NOR and DFD. This co-
efficient does not indicate which genotypes are asso-
ciated with a higher or lower value of the total indica-
tor of meat quality.

Thus, the relationship between SNPs and TM value
was determined using ANOVA. It was determined
that meat of heterozygous by C7SF SNP g22 C> G
animals has a higher TM (4.6), compared to meat of
homozygous pigs g.22CC and g.22GG (TM = 3.9 and
4.2, respectively), Table 3. By the complex evaluation
of TM, the meat of heterozygous pigs corresponds to
the normal level of meat quality NOR, whereas the
meat of pigs with genotypes g.22CC and g.22GG has
features of PSE low. As for other SNP, their relation-
ship with the total indicator of meat quality was not
determined.

DISCUSSION

Genetic studies established that promising SNPs in
the direction of elaborating genetic markers are mu-
tations of leptin gene LEP g.2845 A>T and g.3469
T>C (Bidwell A, et al, 1997, Mammes O et al, 1998).
Among foreign breeds of pigs, the animals with geno-
type TT by LEP SNP 2.3469 T > C had lower aver-
age daily gain, higher thickness of backfat and lower
content of intramuscular fat as compared to the ani-
mals with genotype TC (de Oliveira Peixoto J et al,
2006). As for polymorphism LEP SNP g.2845 A>T,
there were discrepancies concerning the manifesta-

Table 3. The total indicator of meat quality of different genotypes by SNPs of leptin and cathepsin F genes, X + Sx

LEP 23469 T>C LEP g2845A>T CTSFg22C>G
Indicator
TC (17) TT (85) AA (55) AT (42) TT (5) GG (20) GC (51) CC31)
™ 39+020 | 42+0.08 | 41+0.11 | 42+0.10 | 40+054 | 42+0.17 | 46+0.11 | 3.9+0.09
K 0.05 0.26 0.24
TC/TT AA/AT AT/TT AA/TT GG/GC GC/CC GG/CC
<
b= 0.14 0.62 0.74 0.82 0.05 0.01 0.18

Note: TM — the total indicator of meat quality; p — significance level; K — coefficient of Chuprov’s mutual conjugation; the
number of animals in groups in presented in brackets.
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tion of better finishing and meat qualities in animals
of different breeds with genotype TT (Kennes Y et
al, 2001). No associations with meat quality indices
were found, which forced us to study the mentioned
genotypes in pigs of Large White of Ukrainian selec-
tion. We determined a moderate relationship between
genotypes by LEP SNP g.2845 A > T and the total
indicator of meat quality.

Cathepsins of skeletal muscles of pigs are known
to play a relevant role in the process of autolysis
and to be related to such meat defects as excessive
softness, adhesiveness, dark color, metal taste, for-
mation of white film on the section surface. The re-
lationship between CTSF, meat tenderness and the
content of intramuscular fat was studied in carcasses
of crossbred pigs (Large White x Landrace) x Du-
roc) (Russo V et al, 2004, Davoli R et al, 2016).
According to the results, obtained by Russo V et
al (1998) in the study on pigs of Italian selection,
the conclusion was made about the direct impact of
gene CTSF on meat quality traits of pigs. Ramos R
et al (2006) determined that genetic marker CTSF
2.22G > C was significantly associated with color
and pH of meat, content of intramuscular fat in Large
White pigs of Italian selection. Our investigations
demonstrated that Large White pigs of Ukrainian se-
lection — heterozygotes g.22CG by CTSF SNP g.22
C > G had a higher level of meat quality by the com-
plex of interrelated quality indices (color, consisten-
cy, excudativeness and pH).

Other authors determined the association between
leptin and cathepsin F genes and the productivity indi-
ces for pigs. However, these relationships were deter-
mined for pigs of specific breeds of foreign selection
and were also related to each investigated indicator
separately, for instance, average daily gain, thickness
of backfat, content of intramuscular fat, etc. The se-
lected method of evaluating meat quality, based on the
total indicator (Lisitsyin A et al, 2008) is comprehen-
sive, calculated using the multiple regression equation.
It allows distributing meat samples by quality levels
PSE, NOR and DFD and analyzing a possible associa-
tion between gene-markers and the manifestation of
undesired defects in general. In our opinion, this ap-
proach ensures more focused investigation of genetic
markers with the purpose of further targeted manage-
ment of pork quality. It should be noted that associa-
tive investigations on the relationship between genetic
markers and the total indicator of meat quality of pigs
has not been previously conducted.

20

CONCLUSIONS

The evaluation of meat samples, taken from Large
White pigs of Ukrainian selection, raised at SE EF
“Stepne” of the Institute of Pig Breeding and the Agro-
industrial Production of NAAS in Poltava region, in
terms of more structured gradation of meat quality
levels PSE, NOR and DFD, demonstrated a tendency
towards the manifestation of pork characteristics with
weakly expressed PSE low defect.

The associations were determined between geno-
types by CTSF SNP g.22 > G and the total indicator of
meat quality. The meat of animals with genotype GC
was characterized with a higher quality indicator (4.6)
as compared to meat of animals with genotypes GG
(4.2, p £0.05) and CC (3.9, p <0.01). No association
between markers of LEP SNP ¢.2845 A>T and LEP
SNP g.3469 T > C and the total indicator of meat qual-
ity was detected.

Moderate correlative relationships were detected
between the distribution of meat samples by quality
levels and genotypes by the polymorphism of genes of
LEP SNP g.2845 A > T and CTSF SNP g.22 C > G
(K =0.26 and 0.24, respectively).

Further on, it is important to investigate the asso-
ciation between markers of leptin and cathepsin F
and physico-chemical indices of meat and fat quality,
which would ensure more precise characterization of
the relationships and more valid substantiation for the
determination of genetic markers in the sphere of fore-
casting pork quality.
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Mera. JlocmiguTy po3moail TeHOTHUIIIB 3a MoTiMopdizMaMu
reniB nentuHy (LEP SNP g3469 T > C, LEP SNP
2.2845 A > T) Ta karenicuny F (CTSF SNP g.22 C > G)
3a skicaumu piBHsMu M’sica PSE, NOR i DFD y cBuneit
BEJIHMKOI 017101 TOPOIH YKPaiHCHKOI CeNeKIii Ta BCTAHOBUTH
acoriarii TeHeTHIHNX MapKepiB 3 CYMapHHM MOKa3HHKOM
sSKoCcTi M’sica. Metomu. JlocmimkyBamu 3pa3ku m’sca (m.
longissimus dorsi) 102 romiB cBUHEW BeTHKOI 015101 IOpoan
YKpaiHCBKOI CeNeKIIii, BUPOIIEHNX 110 kuBoi Macu 120 + 5 kr
B YMOBax jociigHoro rocrogapctBa «CrernHe» IlontaBcsb-
koi obnacti. PamxyBaHHS M’5130BO1 TKAaHWHU TPOBOIAMIH Y
BiJIIOBITHOCTI 3 CyMapHUM ITOKa3HUKOM SKOCTI M sica (CM).
Hns IHK tunysanns BukopuctoByBayiu [IJIP-ITJAP® ana-
mi3. Acormiamii Mk reHeTHYHUMH Mapkepamu Ta CM Bu-
3HaYaly 3a JIOIIOMOTOI0 OAHO(AKTOPHOTO IHCIEPCIHHOTO
aHamizy. PesyasTaru. [IpoBeficHO TeHETHKO-TIOMYIISAITHAN
aHaNi3 y cTaai CBHHEH Benmkoi OUI0i MOpomu yKpaiHCHKOT
ceneknii 3a reHeTHYHUMHU Mapkepamu LEP SNP g.3469
T > C, LEP SNP g.2845 A > T i CTSF SNP g.22 C > G.
InpopmatuBricte LEP SNP ¢2845 A > T i CTSF SNP
.22 C > G, 3rigiHO pO3paxoBaHOTrO iHPOPMAIIIHOTO 3Mic-
Ty ToniMopdisMy, BUSBUIACS ONTHMAIBHOIO JUIA acOIliaTHB-
HUX jgociimkens B ctani (PIC = 0,311 1 0,373, BiAmoBiHO).
[IpoBeneHo po3MmoOfin 3pa3kiB M’sica 3a PIBHAMH SKOCTI
PSE, NOR i DFD. BinpuricTe 3 HIX MaJy O3HAKH ITOMipHO
BHpaxkeHOl (n = 22) Ta cnabo BupakeHoi (n = 59) Bamu
PSE (m’sico cBimiie, M’sike, eKcyaaTHBHE). Po3paxoBaHmit
KoeimieHT B3aeMHOI crpspkeHocTi UympoBa MiK TeHO-
TUIaMA 3a JociikyBaHuMA SNP Ta piBHSIMH SKOCTI
M’sica CBIMYHMB TPO ICHYBAaHHS TOMIPHOTO 3B’SI3KYy MiXK
rerotuniamu 3a LEP SNP .2845 A > T ta CTSF SNP g.22
C> G i piBHsamu sikocti M sica, K= 0,26 Ta 0,24, BinoBigHO.
3a pesynpraraMu OJHO(MAKTOPHOTO TUCIIEPCIHOTO aHai-
3y BCTaHOBJICHI BiAMIHHOCTI Mi)K TOMO3WUTOTHHUMH Ta Te-
TeposurotHumu rerotunamu 3a CTSF SNP g.22 C > G 3a
CYMapHUM IOKa3HHKOM SIKOCTI M’sica CBUHEH. BuHCHOBKH.
M’sico cBurelt rerepo3urotHux 3a CTSF SNP g22 C > G
(g.22GC) xapakTepu3yeThCs OIMBII BHUCOKHM CyMapHHUM
MTOKa3HUKOM SIKOCTi (4,0), HiXK M’5ICO TOMO3UTOTHUX TBapHH
2.22GG (4,2,p<0,05)12.22CC (3,9, p<0,01).
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Heab. M3yuuTh pacnpeneneHue reHOTHIIOB M0 MOJIMMOpP—
¢uszmam renoB nentuHa (LEP SNP 3469 T > C, LEP
SNP g.2845 A > T) u karericuna F (CTSF SNP g.22 C >
> ) mo ypoBHsAM kadectBa msca PSE, NOR u DFD y
CBUHEW KPYyHHOH Oeyoi MOpomsl YKPAMHCKOW CENeKINH U
YCTaHOBUTH aCCOLIMANNHU T'CHETHYECKHX MapKEepoOB C CyM—
MapHBIM IIOKa3aTeneM KadecTBa Msca. Meroabl. lccre-
nmoBaiu o0pasisl Msica (m. longissimus dorsi) 102 romoB
CBUHEW KPYIHOW Oeloi MOpOIbl YKPAWHCKOW CEIEeKITHH,
BEIpAIIEHHBIX /0 XHUBO Macchl 120 = 5 KT B yCIOBHAX
ombITHOTO XO03stiicTBa «CremHoe» IlonmTaBckoii oOmacTH.
PamxupoBaHue MBIIIEYHON TKAHU TIPOBOIAMIN B COOTBETCT-
BHHU C CYMMapHBIM IOKa3aTeneM kadecTBa msca (CM). dns
JHK tunuposanus wucnonb3oBanu IILP-ITAP® ananus.
Accompanuu MeXIy TeHeTHUeCcKHMH Mapkepamu u CM
OIIPEAEIANN C IIOMOILIbIO OAHO(AKTOPHOTO ANCIIEPCHOH-
Horo asanusza. Pedyiabrarsel. [IpoBeneH reHeTHKO-TIOMYIIs-
OMOHHBIA aHANN3 B CTajlc CBUHEHW KPYITHOU 0enoil mopoas
YKPauHCKOW CEJIEKIIMM 0 T'€HETHYeCKUM Mapkepam LEP
SNP g.3469T>C, LEP SNP 2.2845 A>T n CTSF SNP g.22
C > G. UndpopmarusHocts LEP SNP 2.2845 A>T u CTSF
SNP g.22 C > G, coracHO moka3areist HHPOPMAIOHHOTO
coziepkaHus nonmmmopdu3ma, okasaaach ONTUMAIBHON IS
MIPOBE/ICHNUS aCCONMATHBHEIX MccuenoBanuii B crane (PIC =
= 0,311 i 0,373, cooTBeTcTBEHHO). BrIMONHEHO pacmpe-
neneHre o0pas3moB msca 1mo ypoBHsAM kadectBa PSE, NOR
u DFD. BonbIIMHCTBO U3 HUX MMEJIU NPU3HAKU YMEPEHHO
BEIpakeHHOTO (n = 22) m crmabo BeIpakeHHOTO (n = 59)
nedexra PSE (Msaco cBeTmoe, MaTKoe, 3KccynaTuBHOe). Pac-
CUHTaHHBIE KOA(P(UIMEHTH B3aUMHOM CONpspKeHHOCTH UyTI-
poOBa MEXly TeHOTHIIaMHU 110 ucciexyeMbiM SNP 1 ypoBHS-
MH Ka4ecTBa Msica CBHICTEIHCTBOBAIHN O CYIIECTBOBAaHUH
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YMEpEeHHOI CBsI3U Mexay reHotunamu no LEP SNP g.2845
A>T u CTSF SNP 222 C > G u ypoBHAIMH KadecTBa
msca, K = 0,26 u 0,24, coorBerctBeHHO. [lo pesymbraram
0THO(AKTOPHOTO AWCIEPCHOHHOTO aHAIM3a YCTAHOBIICHBI
OTJIHYHSI MEKIY TOMO3HTOTHBIMH M T€TEPO3UTOTHBIM T€HO—
tunamu 1o CTSF SNP g.22 C > G mo cymMMapHOMY TO—
Kas3aTejro KadecTBa Msca cBHHEH. BbIBoabl. Msico cBHHE
rerepo3urotHeix o CTSF SNP g22 C > G (g.22GC)
XapakTepu3yeTcs Oojiee BBICOKUM CYMMapHBIM TOKa3aTe—
JeM kadecTBa (4,6), 4eM MSCO TOMO3HMTOTHBIX JYKUBOTHBIX
2.22GG (4,2, p <0,05) u 2.22CC (3,9, p < 0,01).

KiroueBble ci10Ba: CBUHBY, I€HETHKO-TIOMYJISILIMOHHBIN aHa-
JU3, TCHETUYECKIE MapKephl, TeH JICTITHHA, TeH KaTeICHHA
F, SNP, cymmapHBIii moka3zaTens KagecTBa Msca.
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