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ABSTRACT

The objective of this study was to estimate the genetic and phenotypic trend of
total milk yield {TMY) of Egyptian buffalo: A total number of 3005 test day milk records
for 401 Egyptian buffaioes, daughters of 54 sire covered the period from 1991 to 2002
were used in this study. Data were collected from Mahllet Mousa and El- Nattaf Ei-
Kadeem farms in Kafr ElMSheikh. The two farms belong to Animal Production
Research Institute, Ministry of Agriculture and Land Reclamation, Egypt.

The data were analyzed using the Least squares technique to examine the
effects of year-season of calving, herd and parity on total mifk yield.

The effects of year-season of calving, herd, and parity on TMY were al} highly
significant (P<0.001). The average TMY was 1429 Kg. The heritability estimate of
TMY was 0.25. The regression of TMY on year of calving showed a positive trend
{+67 kg per year of calving). Also, genetic trend was positive (+12.55kg per year of
" birth). In conclusion, aithough the trend in the estimated breeding vaiues was positive,
it still did not lead to adequate change required in the average milk production due,
probably, to inadequate feeding andfor impaired management of the herds.
Keywords: Heritability, genetic and phenotypic trend, mifk yield and Egyptian buffaio

INTRODUCTION

In Egypt, buffalo is considered the main dairy animal (Soliman, 2007)
and buffalo milk is usually consumed fresh according to the Egyptian
domestic market. Moreover, buffalo is an important source of red meat.
Buffalo contributes about 56% of the national milk production produced in
Egypt (Manal et af., 2008).

Non genetic sources such as animal health, feeding, and reproduction
and their management account for 75% of variation in herd performance, and
the remaining 25% is due to genetic sources (Metry ef al.,1994).

The ultimate goal in animal breeding is to rank breeding animals
according to their genetic merit for the desired characters and to use them
efficiently in breeding. The genetic evaluation of animals is, therefore, a key
issue (Ahmad et al., 2008).

Genetic trend is defined as a change in performance per unit of time
due to change in the mean of breeding value, while phenotypic trend is a
change in production per unit of time (Hebert and Bhatnaga, 1988). The
trends are indicative of the progress or decline that has been attained using
the breeding strategy in place (Ojango and Pollot, 2001).
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In general, favorable phenotypic and genetic trends can be achieved if
the environment and breeding management are improved. There is, & need
to continuously evaluate the genetic and phenotypic parameters and trends in
dairy cattle and buffalo to monitor whether the parameters and trends are
desirable for each trait {Amimo et al., 2007).

The present study was therefore, planned to estimate the breeding
values to calculate the phenotypic and genetic trends for total milk yield of
Egyptian huffalo raised at experimental farms in Egypt.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The data used in this study comprised 3005 test day milk records for
401 Egyptian buffaloes, daughters of 54 bulls belong to Mahilet Mousa and
El-Nattaf El-Kadeem farms in Kafr El-Sheikh. The two farms belong to Animal
Production Research Institute (APRI), Ministry of agricufture and Land
Reclamation. The data covered the period from 1891 to 2002,

The two herds were maintained according to feeding and management
standards adopted by APRI|. During winter and spring (December to May),
buffaloes were grazed on Egyptian clover (Trifolium Alexandrium) as the only
source of feed. During summer and autumn {June to November), buffaloes
were kept under open sheds and fed concentrate mixture, wheat or rice
straw, and a limited amount of clover hay when avaiiable, The buffaloes were
milked by hand twice daily at 07:30 am. and 16;30 pm.

Once - a — month test day milk records were used to calculate total
mitk yield (TMY) using Test Interval Method (TIM) according to the ICAR
(2008) as follows;

TMY-I.,M,+I1*(M1+M2)12+Iz‘(Mz+M3)I2+ ........ ot (Mg + Mo)2+1 M,
Where;
TMY is the calculated total milk yield,
M, M, M, are the weights in kilograms, given to one decimal place, of the
milk yielded in the 24 hours of the recording day.
ly, Iz, I 2re the intervals in days between recording dates,
lp is the interval, in days, between the lactation period start date and the first
recording date, and I, is the interval in days between the last recording
date and drying off date.
The Derivative Free-Restricted Maximum Likelihood (DFREML)
producer (Meyer, 1968) was used for estimating variance components,
heritability (h%), and breeding vaiues.

The statistical model used was as follows:
Yigm = P +A + Hi+ P +YSC, + Cijim
Where,
Yy = Observation of total milk yield,
u = Cverall mean,
A; = the random effect of antmai additive genetsc effect, A_NID (0,0%)
H; = The fixed effect of the ™ i herd, where i= 1,2 {1={Mahllet Mousa),2= (E}-
Nattaf El-Kadeem)},
Py = The fixed effect of the ™ parity, where =123,
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YSC, = The fixed effect of ."‘ year-season of calving, where k= 6 levels, and
€km = random error assumed NID (0,02e)

Phenotypic trend was estimated as the regression of the total milk yield
on the year of calving. The genetic trend was obtained by calculating the
regression of the breeding value of animal on the year of birth (1986 — 1997).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The average total milk yield (TMY) was 1429 Kg. This estimates was
higher than that estimated by Ahmad et al., (2009(Pakistan);1152Kg), and
Khan et al., (2008(Pakistan);1142Kg), but was lower than the estimates of
Humberto et al., (2008(Brazil);1533Kg), Seno et al., (2010(Brazil);1594Kg)
and Rosati and Van Vieck (2002(ltaly);2287Kg)).

Analysis of variance of TMY is shown in Table 1. Herd, parity and year
season of calving showed highly significant effects (P<0.01) on total milk
yield. The year season of calving effect reflects the fluctuation in years and
season variations especially in feed supply.

These results are in the same direction with those obtained on other
studies on buffalces (Ragab et al.,1973, Singh and yadav., 1987, Ahmad et -
al., 1993,1995, and Javed et al., 2001).

Table 1: Mean squares of total milk yield of Egyptian buffaloes (TMY)

Source of variance d.f. = | Mean squares P value
Herd 1 6422386 0.6001
Parity 2 504462 ©.0001
Year season of calving 5 3033267 0.0001

i Residual 8 4185605

The heritability estimate of total milk yield was 0.25. This estimate was
greater than those found in the literature (Rosati and van vieck (2002; 0.14),
Humberto et al., (2008; 0.20), Seno et al, (2010; 0.20) and Khan et al,
(2008; 0.082)). The same estimate was obtained by Breda et al., (2010;
0.25).

Difference in heritability estimates among varous studies for the same
trait could be atiributed to differences in the number of records used, the
correction for different non-genetic factors, the model used and the
methodology used for estimation (Abou-Bakr, 2009).

Phenotypic trend for total milk yield of Egyptian buffaloes although
showed a positive trend (Figure 1), the improvement in milk production of
these animals could be achieved by better feeding as well as by improvement
in management practices and breeding strategy etc. (Ahmad et al., 2008).

it is pointed out that further improvement in potential of population
could be attained by making selection of these animals in the proper
direction, by selection of young bulls by consideration their breeding values
and should avoid selection on the basis of milk yield of their dams only as a
single criterion (Ahmad et al, 2009). Moreover, the genetic improvement
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could only be possible in a broader genetic base and a larger buffalo herds.
In addition, the improvement through effective selection could be made by
avoiding inbreeding and insuring accuracy in performance recording in the
future.

Phenotypic Trend
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Figure 1: Phenotypic trend for total milk yield of Egyptian buffaloes

The breeding values of buffaloes for total milk yield according to years
of birth from 1986 to 1977 ranged from -15 to 139 (Table 2).

Table 2: Estimates of breeding values of buffaloes for total miik yield

Year of birth Breeding value
1986 62
1987 -43
1988 -71
1989 -31
1990 -65
1991 -97
1992 35
1993 -15
1994 84
1995 98
1996 139
1997 124

The genetic trend (Figure 2) with various ups and downs during
different years presents a positive trend. There was a clear improvement in
the genetic trend from 1994 which may indicate that some good sires were
used in the preceding years. However, some [imitations which may caused
the slow improvement in genetic progress. These may include unavailability
of selection/breeding techniques for the evaluation of animals, smalier herd
size, inbreeding and lack of accuracy in performance recording (Ahmad M.,
2007).
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The value of accuracy (Rz) was 0.31 and this considers slightly low
value but that because inadequate data used.

Genetic Trend
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Figure 2: Genetic¢ trend for total milk yield of Egyptian buffaloes
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