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HEZRAN AR ZIRIFALAFZERZFTHEAE A EH:ERNHE
RYSFLsoiRtEE TR A RAEMK - BIMT LB XBALILFRFE
RBEEZXER > —BE4HERELE X FMEERANRAWE v > BRPERE
RYXREGER - &4 URABEXANFRFEHREmESZEEREL &
EHFTRERILFRTFAR  UFXIARERFT LR BRI R TS L EE
RAZT 6K o SPHOLIAA R & — 5 AR R R T A B % Mg R LB SR
BAFRA -

X % 4a#k4a 5448 (major histocompatibility complex ) 24 $L$)4 2 %.7% 4
ShEEAM - & X T mekde RO MK AL EHEHKIUR (bovine lymphocyte
antigen, BoLA ) > =B R FE Bk L o2HUR ZRLA B 5 E b > BoLA AR e
KB R Rz S & MR 2 38R0 P R 2 AR A 50 o BoLA A R & b % = {8 DR & 3%

(DRB3) ©##RAEAEHEZ S EMH » LA (AT (exon 2) 2 %

FEB A& R RARH] o ARBILER A SHE RS RIRE S 23 AS M A LA
2 A AHBARRE S R B AEEA > RFFAFAIFRAXRER LT &
AR TRME - ARPE B FREILF ML £ (Dary Herd
Improvement ) & kLA 41482 40 i B (somatic cell counts ) ¥4 48 5 %2 DRB3.2

B EZ MR EATI o SRR SRR B R B e PR BB AR AL R R 2B g

mREABBR@ > R B G BURERR A (100%) ~ — AR (40 £ 80% ) 0 ARILFL
B kA4 (40%0F ) °

AR RB AN 23 BERXBRFE T 0 A 17 FEMT R B LG R TR
DNA it #4T PCR-SBT o475 R ¥ 4uils X B84 K 6 3> —RMBFEH TH 5
SRR 43N 17 SAME RS P 455 11 B AR F) 2 DRB3.2 X B A R A *1201
#1*2703 XA KR ARIIE KB —RHEaE T BT RREZABFAR

AAEMZER BTrHEAE—RFZIIE XA EARR - ¥1501 B KRR 2 446
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Abstract

Increasing productivity such as milk yields and milk components is always the
main breeding goal for dairy cattle. However, some health traits such as disease
resistance have been ignored for a long time. For example, mastitis is an important and
world-wide disease in dairy herds and leads to not only add costs, including the
expenditures of labors, vet service, drugs, but also the losses from lower production ,
discarding milk, and culling of cows. Nowadays, it is evident that disease resistance
may be genetically determined. Selecting resistance to health problems can reduce the
economical losses and increase milk quality, which is important to ranchman and
consumers. Consequently, genetic and immunological markers have been widely
studied expecting to be used in disease resistance selections.

The major histocompatibility complex (MHC) groups are closely linked to
mammalian immune system. For dairy cattle, MHC referred to as the bovine
lymphocyte antigen (BoLA) complex, consisting of three classes and being responsible
for antigens presentation. Hence, BoLLA genes have been examined for various immune
issues as well as production traits. The DRB3 locus of BoLA class II is very
polymorphic, and exon 2 (DRB3.2) may potentially affect immunity in cattle. In this
study, we collected milk samples instead of blood or tissue as the resource of DNA
extractions from 23 dairy Holstein cows in NTU Experimental Farm, trying to evaluate
the preliminary feasibility of constructing noninvasive sampling methods in dairy herds.
Data from Dairy Herd Improvement (DHI) in recently five months were also used to
investigate the relationship between somatic cell counts (SCC), milk components, and
DRB3.2 alleles. According to the frequency of that SCC reached clinical mastitis we
labeled the cows into three classifications, known as resistant group (under 40%),
normal (40 to 80%), and sensitive one (100%).
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The results showed 17 individuals from 23 dairy cows could be sequenced
successfully in PCR-SBT analysis, including six individuals in resistance group, seven
in normal, and four in sensitive, respectively. Among these 17 individuals, 11 alleles
were found. Alleles *1201 and *2703 were only found in resistance and normal group
but not in sensitive one, and this result is in accordance with former study. Individual
with allele *1501 homozygous expressed more serious mastitis level and only in
sensitive group, which may tend toward inflammation easier. It may be the candidate

allele of mastitis in breeding.

Keywords: BoLA, DRB3.2, mastitis, cows.
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EEAEXBROCHTIHIRAEZETHEAEALECAE S KM EERN
200241 A1 8B EX AR E 5 @k (World Trade Organization, WTO) 44 » {#
FENEREFE@EEARAZT RS - 2006 F > £F %2 ERRGEE L
RALAREEAERAZERERZIEAT @ REBRBAMRAFE SR > 48
HEpBAEHZHAR -  £ANILETLRBARZBENT  "BA FIKE T AL
BREBIEAINDE  BRGHF —TXHFN -5 X - RARBRRHFEXI I
FZRER (FR-2002) RILEXBERZI > HERF S LR LM MRHA
ARA LR RZBANGEFHAI PR @i EIE I > M B4 A JL3HE
ZAMEMZ— > B EKFRESEERAREILSEZERT > oA 2D 3l
BRZARE ARG ERZRA

R By A A E BAd6 R 0 T 1960 FRAE TR B ARE R G 8
Z SF#4 0 Bp £ 7448 (freedom from hunger and thirst) ~ %7 4 3 R 8 (freedom
from discomfort) ~ %715 E ~ & % ¥ &% (freedom from pain, injury or disease ) ~
G AEANE BRJE 1 (freedom from fear and distress ) AR KRR EFITAHEAZ A B
(freedom to express normal behavior) * % 3% & &1L By 4@+ 2 B AR > BB » 2008
F1U AR TEREGMELSEERSRE > A ERMERERANB MBI
ZE 0 URBHEZNIEMEHM TR ET ARG MIREIH X ALETET 0 B
BAHABRBELERA EHMIAR > —2RRHFHE IR RLT > —REIHA
B PR B 83 R 65% - 672010 F 1 A 27 BE ESYREENE
RS H AR M AR BATIREA BRI RGN RFFE=FF I5H4RE
B TERSMETHERER  REEZBLER TR 0 FHER LR B
ROBBAZ  FUBEEHMEARVBERGEZFIXNAZ - 0 BPARD RERH

WIREZEETHTEZ ©



R EHEMRB T 2 DNA RIRE &k k@8 5 2 FA K%k (invasive
sampling)  XPTEAF » B oMk ¢ B AN AZE > BREEARTFHLI
REREAZ  HNARRERRZIER R TRATRREZ ot - JLALKEHHZ
A3 F oA #Bafe (somatic cell) » BT X BB BZHITERZ — > Jo kel
A A UM A RER T 2 DNA R0k RAETRY S <2 R iamE 2| kA HEF
Z Boy o T ARG T RBERE ME RS MBI A B AR E8R
B AR T Z MR AE

BRIl ARGV RERETALERRIELRA > mAAMARERA
R T R Z R IR B R AR IR R AT BB MR Z SR o B LR
RASTHILE K28 > DT AR H £ 0 AR IFRAKXIFHARE (noninvasive
sampling methods) W% A LB AR ARIR * SHH AL E - ek n ~ i dm
&M esSLR DRB3.2 A H (BoLA-DRB3.2 gene) ARt 4T 547 » SAAE A K

REIAABAERTRAAZLETH



A SRR

— IR AR

AFEXAFRFZFEIA LB N— B F3D SULFRAFEH B SR
BEGCFZEwRE  LF AGFAN c ARFERANL - HELARFI LR
A A RAARMILZ L REFBARAFECRBERL  ZRRESIFEEAI
A-rAZE—i > AL AFAZE (K 2006)-

LR Fz i@ Ty A L@ 4 (Bos Taurus ) $2 )5 % 4 (Bos Indicus ) W K48
HPATEXBARMNEF  RERZAZXEXZL > ERXABRRALEN - BH
BN EN REFXBANES > XZRANLEE AL RZERTRIE - BAT
HREFAZIABEYABRMNF > BAZ LI GRANTES R4~ H
FHAEAYF ZRELBEERFF

(—) 4784 (Holstein)
HRFARBRNTREEBILNZAR M Hasslia h i FHE SMEE
B o ABN LB K E 5] IR B PR B AT A B4R 2 AT B4 3R A A sb Al 0 &
AL RKPARILTBFLFESKD G AN IR THEHKE FIHEK
BHRUR  RF—ERIAAE-SREIBEAR - EARZHHFTRANEEN
#7 &4 (Holsteinburg ) » # % % 7 %7 & (Holstein ) - 1885 & » #2 % K iE % {47
AR X458 = Friesian &4 mA— » ERX F % A Holstein-Friesian #} &
(Holstein-Friesian Association of America) > ##TF F R A &4 £ R LA REK
fh 2R 9392 % — KabAE - (R > 2006)
TR (B 1A) 2228 MARBEX2atRabitte > BABAKLLI
S oA ATNAEAKE £ 0 AR AFRRETE 1,100kg LA E 5 o4

# 360kg A b (16 £ 18 Al ) Bp-TRA4sECHE » H i 4% 680 kg S B
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B A7 B IR RBI NG MR EREEVBEH 0 AZE 1960 FHBEHIFIA
HHMAEDBERIAEELE S BN 1977 1 1978 FRIL I F Rerm I E B B2t £ o
KRETBFZFHAENLES 205 kg R b FHIHBERASGH 3.62 % (R

2005) «

(=) zm+x4 (Brown Swiss)
mERFRAVRBREREFZIAARALE  BEAFZ— FAN -t &
MBHEATHERFA— S AT AR TSR RA R RS
R HARRBEEAF EIRRImEF MR - LEA/RBE BRI E B R
higer (20 2244 A ) A F RLILA 44 ¥ &k (Briggs and Briggs, 1980) - 3%
+EHEZ N RMEE S A 850kg #2550k A& 0 FHFEAENERIISRA S

4600 kg #2 4.0% (& 1B) -

(=) #Hm4 (Jersey)

WA AR B Ak 2 M B 0 A 1850 F R R LM € 0 EABET R
St S EMBERELREA RS RAYRE RS B o HAIE R IEIRIN

& R Bata g o $oA & fr BV 26 & AR

Wimd (B 1C) B A4 8A > AR RaF2BELH A 650k > 47 4 450
kg a - BN BB EZ AN TH E— A TAER T 12/5A L2 3 F >
HAZBERZWMBSF  BESHECAMTRFHIMELBZHMY (R
2006) - HIEABNILERF AL IS TLZHA > REEHRE 95 F 6
A 23 BE THEERMEBRMAR B EL L 0 EXAR 7] AT A
B FL A S AE o SR e R AL R 0 P F AL E A 4800 kg o FLAS R AILE 5.0%
ULl BIEGEREBAEFR S WA EAEARSG) ~ i~ B EIHE R
LA uiE -



(m) LA A4 (Milking Shorthorn )

JREAFAN T AL PRBHEEE > HhEAF BT ERLH
Mk A—FLAEA LA A F MR A E A 900 kg A L B4R A 650 kg LA E o
B hasE sl BTAZRE (B 1ID) £ANHAMLRERT & B0
F AL AT i S R PERE B AR TN 1882 R L EHE A G e 0 1912 FaR s
5 BAegeEr > B 1948 F R 3R % A 4 & (American Milking Shorthorn
Society, http://www.milkingshorthorn.com/breed.html) - 1972 S %2 4 4 £ X 5] &
G FHeX— RO AL AFIREAFZFAL S FHFAENLES 9000
A U E IR G R 5 3.0% -

(Z) #@ A4 (Ayrshire)

ERMAFN 300 FEATARRA KM ZEMEAR 0 R B FEL Dunlop,
Cunningham $1 Ayrshire % =R £ % » w14/ Ayrshire X i 4 £ 45 - FH A E
FUMAE R EZ KL NS BHE 0 B BZEZ E R ARG E%Z Bt 4 A5k
REBR RSB XEREME (B IE) -

FREBEL LA ERBA LB O s BATE BB RAGEE
fE > EHLKERFNTMEER  BREFHLanh@idit—F T #rwm
MR BEHBERAAER - MRS AR ELN K 850 kg #1550 kg
P AT 6000kg > FHIASE L 3.9% « LEENFAE LI AZGLE BT

B R A % &b (Briggs and Briggs, 1980 ) o

(x) E&4 (Guernsey)
PRAFRAEMBHERLLEZERE ARG #EMN 1877 FEARILERFW &
HEA Tt A RBeRaeaMxEie KFRTAE SHAAILFTE (
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IF)e MAMA 2 S4B AEQMIEHANKREXLEARS B4
MRS EEEXFAME > B RERAIREAME - FHOXARKEETAET
KX ARAZEFHBERTZME F# > WAANEEL 2R BEMREA R
B RN FEH T50kg » B4R 4 S500kg s T A E A S600kg 0 LS R A
46% - EAEHFLRAEECRABRBABKLBENESZITRAFHEALT > EESF

Z A ARBEARCEFTH - (Fkfox > 2005)
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provided by Hoard's Dairyman provided by Hoard's Dairyman

B1¥AXHARFERME A FH4F B osmER4: C 4Mm4: D AR
B4 EEMES: F 2FF (kg 2005)-
Figure 1 Common breeds in dairy cows. A. Holstein, B. Brown Swiss, C. Jersey,

D. Milking Shorthorn, E. Ayrshire, and F. Guernsey ( 5&kfv%& > 2005) .
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HAFZ A bW BE LY 5 AR F— ok EF —EILEE LR
E3 1O 5 U gl 2 N = T T o 3 FElRTRETAERRMAR > AT 5 R E
WA L NH ARG T HAR TR BHAKEA 55

B THREX B ERRER X 0 R AR A RILIL ) AE E  R RS W)
% o SLitAR s HLem bR 0 B Skl AEE R AN 50~250 pm Z 3K HL
# (alveoli) A& — %M iLar¥E (lobule)  FLit T 728 LA RE (lumen) ~ SL%
LR FLBEREY o AAFLEMA LIH L2 Skt B AR JE 0 T R BT BR AR I 3L 4m B S
mALT R E 2 B A (R 1998) -

e Z A A S3LEE 0 6,5 3LsARE (teat cistern ) & 3L3A#% (teat canal ) o FL A%
M SAEE SR A B G I 0 B & &4 (furstenbergs rosette ) © X £ 48
By ISR A M Z B o FUSRUE & PR LR AT R e > B LSRR SN R 2ok —

@il (PR 1998) -

(=) ;% Kzt
% % (mastitis) HFFELF RLEFK > LEEARRAH > —REHILKRE
MBEG  ALREB R AR EMAELAERXRE RV XN @BREAE - M4
WEIBEAFERNG NI PIEERA R E— PR BHEFLRBEELLE
s c FE AR R R AREN  EERBAN LR A KR EHMEMI| X
M R & (inflammation ) > {# & @3k L B ¥ o » £ & £-8 (interleukin-8, IL-8) &
F# % (interferon) oo A XAFA T RO RAF XM BE - — 2 XM
REFF 45 AT 0 B R IRAAF AR 56 /NBF 4 % E " 48 i (macrophage ) % £43K >
Wi RFmEAR - FFEBERAKMEHRSH (major
histocompatibility complex * MHC ) H#§#U/5 2 Rk 4 4k ©3K oA 5] 48 2185 SR A8 B 2
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#% X %.7% RJE (Benjamini ez al., 2003 ) o i 7 LA B R 4F 2 o iR B3k B LASR A A 2%,
Atz B8h BWNHLGERXFLRTZERREETREFANURY » FHREAF
FLERZHEAI T ETRIFER S 28 B3 (somatic cell counts, SCC) » 14K 5L
Beb G R EANE L P AT

SHEINFREHY BRI EZRBEMAMA EILEIKE (Stretococcus
agalactiae) ~ 2% B B3 (Staphylococcus aureus ) %5 H#e % B KIGHH > AR+
ik (Mycoplasma spp.) %o KBgAE# (Eschericia Coli) % B ibys B @ (8% >
1972) - Z UG HXREAIL PR @B ARE > S THE—F o REREILSE
% (clinical mastitis ) $1JFEE AR A $L & X (subclinical mastitis ) Wy K %8 (FR > 1998) -
RIFLFEHEERBEOTEE RSB 4dkia th > L XX BARHB 87% AR
ARE (ketosis) 18.1% ~ A5 8 F§ £ (traumatic reticulitis, TR ) 21.7% A & % w
H 24 (displacement of abomasum, DA ) 15.9% % %4 L4135 > 57 AL+ A4 4

KERDZER (RE >2008) NBEBHFEBRHAWT

1~ & 3483 B (Stretococcus agalactiae )
B AALHEFTAZIIEARABR R AL CHREHILE — 2
S FEIAMBRBFARRBREILEZ I 14 B TR AFER B
o BB ELERAREZIARE - R AEIAHERRZIFLT > 85042
RAMRTRR R EEEEFZ  2REBNIEBRMER - ta §RABEY
MR G nig RERE  EMABURE A8 FRAILEREE &I - D
R EZ IR LR X & T AE R R — b FLHA 2 & B - (Hogan and Smith,

2003)
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2~ 2% B HKE (Staphylococcus aureus )

SRR AKRATERALARNF E 238 E (teat canal ) > FBHEIR R
FEBLBFELBRFPRLELERIREZIINE HAILALF GO RIAEH
TR EANFRAE > BAFF GFMAMIFMRTHFE RERTEFRILEFER
RABIE 0 ST RIRIE I E A B 0 BPRAEITIUE FOREE DR 0 L —
Mz R AREBRERAZGEEARE AABTFHEARLFEH
AR 15% 2 JLEE © RSP HTEBERMIKE > K— LI EEBEILS

A 38 A kR R 2 ¥ 48 F (Hogan and Smith, 2003, 2003 )

3~ AW (Mycoplasma spp.)
BEABRATE A AN B R AR o TR AT F 808 2
B EEHNERMNERETRA SRR XMA R RELILERLT
CERRE  RREXBF AL TR TF iR a4 KL
AR FAE o AR B SRR LR AL 0 E R FL G IR BE SR FLAR M B S R
R HBFERZATFZAAEBER

4~ XKBA2# (Eschericia Coli) :

ABEAHASHRERE  BARILEABIE T2 5B R LA RESR
Ho X RIRE SR o — M 0 IR KB B R R L] 4 A i FLI
B U4 o e SLALIAAT IO e AT 2R b ) AR & o KA AT
Az KA F R PR RERE  RH  SBEEE A TARE  SLBRR -
R~ R E 0 B RRFGRADEE RS ITRE > 24RO RIEMN I TR
Rt o B ABATE AR R LT A 0 5 S AERIRE © R H R
A — 18 A o NPT AR Z B R SLE A5 MR R 12 30% 24 (Hogan and
Smith, 2003 ) -
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(=) BERM3LE £ (clinical mastitis ) :

FBARBERE D EFTINTEH A RBRMEIE XZF & - LF IR
PAEA BB ~ AR 0 A R AT R CR A AR 0 ARILIT T AR
B R ERE M RELARDZ A SABREILE E2ERK - 48
P sbrE B g A AR AR R

(m) JFBRARMESLE % (subclinical mastitis ) :

JEEE R IR BB RE U IR A H T o 2T BB R B Rt B e
FOBORHIR » HREFABERMIE X6 15 2 40 15 > AEB % REERIEILE X2
BAEART  BRERANEZTHEANGEZITE - FFERMEILE X KRG AD LI A
BP ALY > AEEEAREREZIEL c REL 0 R PHEFEINLFE
LB RAERZE LB E 180 EARL  BRERLE X L HARABRELT > 4o

* 1 #5> (Robert et al., 2005) o
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k1 2RI EFBHEARIE X2HE X

Table 1 Evaluations of the every-year loss caused by mastitis per cow in USA

Causes Loss ($) %
Yields reduction 116.10 64
Milk discard 24.44 14
Earlier renewal 13.60 8
Fewer depreciation 9.94 5
Pharmaceuticals 9.68 5
Veterinarians 4.84 3
Manpower 242 1
Total 181.02 100

( modified from Robert et al., 2005 )
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(Z) 35 X2 FRMRB &
1~ S &
AT IBREERVZBREALEALABLE - UG EBBEILE

SN HBEBRRNRTAIMEREFRE  BRAFEIREILG L RE
RTEBG HBERRIE S ARILE @l - UM AFARTET  LERATE
FARM - BERR - G RE M EARERE - AT ZAT IR E TR T AT AT
BORMEREERTEY 24 A kBRMILE X BIRA S BBMKRER
FHRIGHE > WBRE HH LS - (3 0 2005)

2 ~ CMT #2E:% (California mastitis test, CMT )

Sbik A R P R bm i B0 £ 0 BRI R FAER ZARER T & 0 #R Ry o
W ZL B X :XE (California Mastitis Test, CMT ) o 4 3| ¥ 8% 4a it 75 78 B 7 3UAR 48
B A2 bR ba e B iR P G B R B F LB R B R e g B R R i
Tz i —EREKEAGRETREARSE o b & nREFHA
AR F > E R B A B (% 2) (Philpot and Nickerson, 1985) »
YR s ARG 50 BB > BPTRATZFECERE S ARy
It R BLR) R R e B B2 AR 3SR 0 HURER T X 1B CMT {8 ik A —#& R4 B
BR3P E1547 -

3~ 2E & (electrical conductivity, EC) Z 8| &

% (Electrical Conductivity, EC) & /& 84 Eraa 2 ## > X £ A TiRidiB
lem’ i@ » K& lem LA ERZER - $REXSHR 1CH > STE
BERE£4 1.9% RLFEEZEMNBFEN 25CHABAL > FRIFERE
BEARE L 25CFZ AR EAE &~ (Nielen ef al., 1992) o JE# 4 4 25
C BAEEFTENN 40~55mS/cm 2 M F AP HELTEBAINRESS
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Na', K'fo Cl = A8 F 2 B & o EH LI - SUARMEN S B 2 P45 2 BRI
MBBARAGRZ  AMEIE X EAR  JURER BT EIEI LA
SPEEF D BRI LR e BB AR L > IR T X AnBEF L RBETF AN
FRRET RS ERZ AR B AT EERAERIC TR FLE A0
FHH AP kA K+ s MK > @ Na' o CI 8T 498 E 3 hn (Nielen
etal ,1992) EH LR EIE KT P XM FRABRTREN G LA B
MERFAZEEE LA FHETEARBPIEMA 5.6 mS/cm B > BpT 3 T KL

BAILE X K THBRTEEEETHTAEXZASE
4~ JL P A mzIEE
FHEHBREREILE BT @ABUEREER T LEE » LT E—R
BB RAE—HEB B 3R R ERBRN—Z2 AR EAABEZILE

RIS AT R A 38 e A BT R B IRI AL SHE P o7 Ko 2406 %

5~ 430 (bulkmilk) PRt BHinE -
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2 F3pwpEoenili 48K oLl

Table 2 Relationships between somatic cell counts and loss in milk yields

Somatic cell counts ( x10* /mL) Milk yields loss (% )
14 ~19.5 5
22.5~38 8
42 ~ 120 9~18
128 ~ 228 19 ~25

( modified from Philpot and Nickerson, 1985 )
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() LB Xz ib R a4l

B RKREFFBRRARBEAREF S AEEEN TR A AMS -
Bk A LA RLIERELEIE X > HIRBEZFRA G 4EHE - BIEA
BB 50F 23 5 RILBAINEI R ETRA  ARERERARE F -
% 0T A 2L EARR R AR A 4 6 3k -

|~ IR F R ARG 4k
PR IE LT X AR 1 A8 T LA 3 A IR A5 2 St PEFURT AR E5E
ATABEER-FHTLCABRENE X248 B ELHEILRFAZRE
BEHEBALBMBGLEREISFE - I RBFHURFRECH A&
THEER -

2~ BEANB 2R
REZEXTEXHEAHF IR @ HXBREA - TRBESN > HFHRM
EDREAMEE 0 L EBMEIEIIRE o PR T %3 R B AR R R AT A

ZHEIREAMG > BT LR BREBIEEABNFFHFP X LR EZTH -

3 HAEZFRAZE

AR BEREFRFEXIE AR > @ R A RERIRTBTH
FREME T LN TARIBEZATIR R LIS FUAME H B KA 30 £ -
FUAMPIRHLIALE LFAR > TTRRD GAEFLEA R RO A - sboh » RIS
B2 Tk BIRRET AR EIRRBIE T KGR ERZILE KR EM KB -
LA G M ANRBER AT AR IE SBT3 E XKL X2FE 58
ZHARAE RREBAEZ BN ER S REAE > H/E4E A REAEEIRIFAERE
¥ P A 2%z B isa R (Hogan and Smith, 2003 ) -
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4~

W BLER
WFERABE BB XL AL SRR — 6 0 T FRFUP R 3 A & -
B R B IR FH A I E o AR KGR B F R RGBSR X AR SR
B I MA R ST HRENET AT FIMAR > B THHRILE N ARG
BHAZRERE  BTEFFNAFRRT A BB REZE (4 2011)-
IR AT -5 KIGAF H e @ X B4 TA /4t 0 7T A AR LT3 R B
BRCEATII AL B RMILE RRBI X B EARE ez BT SR 4
AE A %A F E-BHEBENE URMEAEWE ANBERNE > Lo
ERBEMILE R BA R ZAEHRABFEZRMILE X REFEE

(i

478K (Hogan and Smith, 2003 ) -
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CAFRSRF RN
(=) AHAZHERZNE
1~ $L2
ARG THEIRAFRIME  SOHILEX M THEEE LIS
Z ikl c BB EXF T XM TARNAREESRTINS > TTHRA
BT EESBABFRUAREAFERZBR > NERFREZ LA -

2§l
SO AR N2 4.67%  RERMBERRLE QRIS » REBIL
R 75 i B FUEL B A5 5L F 2 3L R4 AR SL AR A R pH {E > BLSUHE R At 2

(lactose intolerance ) # RA ST RABLIETZEA > MM AR T X582 — o

3~ $LA5
EHETHMFZIER YA 3T% BERP TRFI T Z IR E 51
AR EIRR EX BT o WA ACRAF I HH TR SERE B AN RZHI
R > RBHMRARKR G EARNBRERR R ) TR EEHET R
fig & T

4~ HEaFMRFR
AEARAZI NS EZRLIAFEERZTOERR MM - A BMED
FlRAfRE Y2 AEGE—F O RMAMIEGEN  AWAIREREER
BEAE B 2 AR B -PAR AT B £ & B &8 A ABRATH 4T 9 P A 4o 5% DHI
JLE BRI AE > B 2002 £ 12 A RSB REF IR FRZIERE > THRBK (<
1lmg/dl)sE% (11~17mg/dl) Zi#B& (>17mgdl) —f&m=% » £9%4a
HEB32%EAL > AELSERAAE 15mgdL (% > 2003) -
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5~ ILBBEHY
T bR SA A REENHZEN Ao Ea T - UE - BY
HUARUEE R E R Ky S sZ 04 - BILEMHEAIIEFSHBr A4 3L
FHREMY - BILEAMH AN EHRREIHR  RELMEHRR T
HIRSBEY > — M TP ZLEBMAE 12% - ZHREBHEIIE
BAREF > T AR AH G U E B EHRBRERLE > FELEWNE

KEERABLILE TR -

6 ~ A LA e i 3L
DHI iR 4 + 2 48 e flo B B B8 R iR £ #7 B 2 4648 > M4l e o
SENRBEEEYRZ EBRIEZ — o MR A 2 CMT ¥Rk 3 & k43
fo B — L4 X Ml LA ST BB BRSNS ER - — T S E—

I Z BN EE AL TAERNS0 BB P AILE X4 E -

(=) IFRAXBKET EZN LB

AGBRBEZAR L BHMELTRRHERIFTE - ReF S meRLH
R EHY  HEREER GHHVRATERMBEARAITHE - AL £
A B MR LR R RARKRZIIE T & 0 5B IERAKRXBAR K
( noninvasive sampling methods ) (Woodruff, 1993) o

WER - BBERERE S TEZIEEARRBE T EUAM A S i DNA 2R
B EAR - RNE S BRER ) URAINLE - BRAERTEIEREARR A
# DNA RUR » H B &) % AA 25 8 MR UBRAF R4 a0 H 2 DNA - i B,
YA dn iR R AR F RN RIEZ DNA R o JFRA KRR T2 3 A A 7k 688
DNA (mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA ) % PCR 3% #g LA FA 7 & 5] 48 33 £ 76 Fi] 30 4% 3b.38
P2 BN AREDNAZ S LA — T RBE > i FE -
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MR BT > ARBREE R E (Chuetal, 2006 ) -

(=) RAEFMAIFREAXBRLZ IR

BACH S S o T RIS R M AR NS 8 A B PR Z IR 5T
WpRIXFTRZEGMRER S MAH S > BUTE > 58 E 8L 22 DNA &R
PpAe BRA - X EBRRAR > TOBERERRZRET X > MaRRILA
MEk BB AT E A AR A DNA ROR KM 0 iRk RALA a8k 2 Bk $H 8
AFgR—TREXTE  BEARTFEEBRE IR HEHBRBEFA
BN S A R o B b o 4ofiE 18 R AL K] 488 DA b B 3R A BRAT AR B 48 DNA {2 4
HRERXRA AL EHMER TR ETERENFE LAY A —
REZHmind > XT#A % — AR & DNA Z B KR RR - AE M A IEEARXE
ARREATAMS HEHE T BBRIK AR R AEH B ARG F1E - Lo
HRAIBRAEZZRFRRAFERFEFIAETEGY > S L4 EMHRZ Tk

AR A 7R AN KR Z AL g (Psifidietal., 2010 ) ©

(=) B Ak AMHR DNA 2143
I~ Sf% 4ok th B A SLAk R DNA
AR T G b A DNA AURER i FAS AT K AR5 8 414
3P4 Lipkin £ A (1993) 2R T #M R BR DNA 297 X3 3 — B4 4 5L
AR DNA 2 %3k LA T EwE 2 £ PAo 2 Mmp iR R FEIL

VF o e GETHLSENL% S 10°E 1018 REMERL W EREE

k

FH o RIEEME c FIAZKREABABITIN BHEFBSZHEIAR
DR R BIBP T AT EMRARIF LR AN - Rt 3L PAo it
B, 3% 7T Az 2 DNA 2 7 — @ A 2 X R R -
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2~ DA E bR FLR AR DNA 2 5T 471

B A E Ay DNA R TR 48§ 2@ A gL bt > 35 %38 % B
WA L&A TR EEM A DNA BRI E ; K> —RHAEES E A LIRRK
Wk FRABEANXAAAATE B bt TR AN IERARERANE A HL £ Z3R4E
Z — o Psifidi £ A (2010) 2R E R LB AR EH XA AL T DNA 2 £ % >
EbhasmamRitm ARAHRHETAE A BESRETUAR  BAoG
Sz B BCE AT A RA SERREEZ 15 BB FMARARNE
T RS R A3 AT AT HRRTHBEREMBLMELME Byt
bt Real-time PCR % # 2 Ct {5 > AR AR F] & X A7 % 2 DNA  BRES R B A
BTrAUARBRIEREPABFEFABRBLFEFREZI AT AAhRAZESA
Btk o AN FATHAZER RS 10°ER L CRAMEIFREARR

FZ RAFRIR
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| l |
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S
[ |

B 2 o4k 4 3L DNA 2 h42 B (Lipkineral., 1993) -
Figure 2 Flow charts of DNA extraction from milk by traditional
methods (Lipkin ez al., 1993) .

29



(010T “p J2 1PYISd WOI PIYIPOIA)

"I0110 pIepuels :p

ADd 2uwun-rearl woldy 9

‘SJUSUOI S1]ES dJenjeAs 0] WU ()¢ pue ()9 1e 23ueq.Iosqe tol] ONey :q

‘SJUAIU0d mQMDHOHQ dlenjeAs 0] Wl ()§¢ pPue ()9 Je 9dueqlrosqe WOl ONeYy B

. sinoy (6+°0) . . . . . .
S'1 . . (ST SII (81°0) €71 (¥0°0) €71 [000301d dsnoy-uj
SI'C I'vC
. skep (6£°0) ) o ] -
0C - 0 (Ts01) $'8¢ FT0)1LT (€0°0) SS'T WI0JoI0[y)-Jousyd
. smoy (1%°0) e G ay
I'¢ . . (101 S'¥S (r1°0) $8°1 (£0°0) ¥L'1 JT3] 9NSSLL, PAYIPOIA
S1'C v'€C
. simoy (97°0) e R L.
6'C . . (0°01) 1°68 (#1°0) 01I'C (€0°0) 08°1 Y poo[g PAYIPON
SI'C 8'CC
. smoy (1¥°0) e TRER S
6C . . (9°6) 0'8¥ (F1°0) L9'T (€00) IL'T Iy anssi, urdsoaponN
ST'1 L'€T
. sInoy (0¥°0) . . e
LT . . (101 0°S¥ (F1°0) L91 o(€0°0) €L°T 3] poog  urdsoaonn
SI'1 €yC
(3) ordwres | uwonemp 21098
,PN[eA 1) JUU 0€T/09T | WU 087/09C poyjowr uonoenXy
12d 150D $S9001J sisaroydonodrg

sojdures Y[Iw QuIAO Ul SuIsn SpoyIawW UondeNXa YN XIS Jo uostedwo)) € 3jqeL,

WNZUNAEF Y+ B RLE T §F

30



AR X R MBMEEABRAR AR

(=) 2ZEBBEAECUZINSB
I~ X RadaERomAR

FEmsiEAA AR (major histocompatibility complex genes » MHC
genes) Z—FFWHMEREE (MHC genes family ) » B2 F AN R ESMAR @
Fo EAREERAKZIIUR ZRAAH - MHC 25 Mm@ % —% MHC

(MHC class 1) #2 % =8 MHC (MHC class IT) - MHC & F#> 1937 F4£/) &
2 P2 (Benjamini er al., 2003 ) 0 #4% 2 % H-2 &£ B (histocompatibility
complex 2) (B 3A) 2%+ Fr L ERARIFIEGE A LS PR
H+ A MHC ARMNFXRFERE - BAHABG LHRIAR (human
leukocyte antigen, HLA) (B 3B) ; £# AN F 3L &5 > #85 SLA
#A R (swine leukocyte antigen, SLA) ; 24 & Pn g 23 682+ - 454
BoLA # B (bovine leukocyte antigen, BoLA ) »

MHC #1884 2 F] B H 48 % & B 2 A B £4kM (genetic polymorphism) > H
AER AR 2 MHC AR E R EAF] 0 R HAE G & @& BT E £ R
FRZBAR o L2 FERTZHET > R ptafpE i RAE —4 MHC
oF 0 U #he BHEEK (Beells)~ #Ag b & e (thymus epithelial cells) ~ A
Btk R#af (dendritic cells) % AR B3t 4547 &R F —F 8 5 =48 MHC »
F o RRMEM R REKEGR T HERZHE > MHC AR &R It & X4 AR B
Jr (allelic exclusion) 23, % » mA A E 8 (codominant) % F X &3, » /£
—EREETRFRRARAEX T ATy MHC KB %A F —BRE 8

MHC # B (Benjamini ef al., 2003 ) -
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Class I Class II Class I

S
L 3
h

B. class I1

class I

v
A

N

DP DQ DR

Yo Y WAN

B
: BQ microglobulin
a2 'l 1 / ‘

NS
ai B2 N ' \ A

al
DP Bl

DQ DR

B3 JREAFEMHC AR - A A H-2KR B, A HLA AR
( Benjamini et al., 2003 ) -

Figure 3 MHC genes of mice and human. A. mice H-2 gene; human HLA
gene (Benjamini et al., 2003 ) .
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2~ F—4 MHC 25 T #4148
%—# MHC £AB (MHC class 1) &l — 4 F 2443 kDa X FR#E G
(transmembrane glycoprotein ) » B A =18 5 4} & 3% ( extracellular domain ) » 4~
HHA-BURCHE=ZMER : bBEEEQEXEES — 45 FE 4 12kDa 2 B2
N3 E& G (B2 microglobulin) LI £1E &6 X F AN mie &k @ > WHE R AR

B4 w{a s & 2 4 F (Takeshima et al., 2008 ) o

3 H - MHC 25 TN L

% =48 MHC A B (MHCclassI1) £ =89 BB » % 3] 4 DP ~ DQ ~ 24
EDR; ILEAERIBRES o AP HBEAR » HHTARS>F 245 35kDa

S 28 kDa 2 % BL#E & @ - % =48 MHC & %.7% 5 & 642 4 5 #4( immunoglobulin
superfamily ) sR B2 — > B8 — 38 MHC X i ABEE S A S ERYI A4 E
(invariant region) #24 Z& A2 # R & (variable region) ° H — M A2
FREARES T i 252 OD 4 F o CD8 1 CD4': # R B RIS
By Tl ABRAZEL R TR TRLTHABRAZZa RRES

( Takeshima et al., 2008 ) -

4 ~ MHC Z 3548
— BT R BRRAEIRR LT > %I% & S8 € B4S RS 5 1A B 2 0 0

ARaB el B RS A TwiniTER > Fi#d MHC 25 R 2

Nl

Bk 3 AE LA 7 A%, © LB A2 & 3 LR 1545 (antigen processing ) #23% 5 2 ik (antigen
presentation) » % MHC 5 F 7 4m i P $L40R Z LK 4 & 38 38 3% F tm B i B X
Rz —i2 B RJE -

EHRAENAN  BhepNbREOMESE  ¢E—SBMALHEE
O fE B R BR B 2 48 MEBK > 335 3B TAP-1 & TAP-2 S &Gl % 2N G4 -
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ENEEF > BARLE M EEMERE — B MHC &4 > BRB5AKEEME
Zmpp k@i CD8'T i X BLEATRIE - MILEE AWM AN - FEH ~ &
IR E PRI BF > Bp & 4&peE (phogocytosis) M &HA4F A (endocytosis) #%
BANER@in%  LflafNz Eiamks miE— PRI RETHRE GERHF
PR AR Z RERRER o 5 — %8 MHC 28R N E 1218 ¢ SLIL A MRS & 1
BN Bie— S B2 2RE @ik @i CDA'T 4% 8215 A (Benjamini e

al. > 2003 ) »

5~MHC 5%+ % #h M
Fpuf B MHCARZ#EGAME RIS M  REARAZES
HoFRAREBRMZBE S AN Mt E % 2R A& EMEZAF AN
HARE A EZHR o sbsh > MHC K FARAR B 845 R R m AR B 0 do A
$a2 B A AT £ (hepatitis B ) ~ 454% % (tuberoulosis ) ~ JE & (malaria) ~ /2 A M
A4 % (ankylosing spondylitis) ~ #2% %R (AIDS) % ; HidiEm it 2 &
3 # Kom (Marek’s disease ) » #v 4 & & 9% J5 % (bovine leukemia virus, BLV )

Z RA2E R %9 MHC R 4 B - (Benjamini et al. » 2003)
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(=) L x2REREGMAR
[~ &M ERIR AR 2§ 1
A4 & T MHC AR A2 A £k EzR$R (bovine leukocyte antigen,
BoLA) AR > CHRAF & oK ERZ ELHEBFEER T — R
23 H B Y 3% BoLA ARMNEH EHELONMAIEZ HLA AR - {2474
FEMEZR cGA AR _FEMHC AR LA —RBZ MR EL > T
LRI R R L R R EB N B 5 A [la B3k b @k
SLER EHEF 2N 4 FH Mo 45 F 91, F 2 MHC K R 78 ©4% %5 38, Takeshima et
al., 2008 )of£ lla B3R Y &2 BEA XL &R XHAE AR K DR £ DQ AR -
%% CDA'#h T 4m fu 2 IR )45 5% : b @ 3% A] &4 DYA~DYB~DMADMB -
DOA ~ DOB ~ TAPI ~ TAP2 ~ LAP2 22 % LMP7 % %R -
shoh o AdAZ HLA A B % =48 MHC B3 & Fl 85 & R % FE 2 DR 8

DQ A4 m BoLA AR AIE XA - DR AR zH 8 mfEA EDQ 24 - £
F_BMHCAR T > BBFH2ARNMNEADQxER A& > BsbER A
A% T %3 (Schwab efal.,2009) —fgm =% > & BoLA XR R &K &5
—1{&l DRA %R - =18 DRB A B » —18 & A 18 DQA # DQB 4 & - =18 DRB
J B 5 514 4% % DRBI ~ DRB2 » 2 DRB3 AR » £+ {% DRB3 AR K % itk
BMAERABREEZZAR > LHLZ exon2(DRB32 KR )2 % REME A% -
EH5CHHFSMEFAREF K44 BoLA-DRB3 K B #4783 > 4o MR #1 A &
& & % fe Mt (restriction fragment length polymorphism, RFLP ) ~ T 4 7l 58 ~ &
BEEEE - FLMRE -~ BRAEL % B 547 (single-strand conformation
polymorphism analysis, SSCP) ~ 4% 5 5| % 4% 1 8% &) 88 47 ( sequence-specific
oligonucleotide analysis, SSO ) ~ 4 4% & B 3% & 7k (denaturing gradient gel

electrophoresis, DGGE )> oA & % 4B % 4% R J&E( polymeras chain reaction, PCR) >

% %] % 44 RFLP 2 PCR-RFLP i 14 4 & % & 4 A 3£ 2 PCR-SBT
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(sequence-based typing ) - Miltiadou et al. 2003 #| A £ X B 4 851k 45 R JE 5 #F
PRI THSARA » oL@k HAMAA TR B AT DRB3.2 AR 3R
A2 10 AR > B35 KA EA CkEAEY G 0%k %kF (bovine leukemia
virus, BLV ) ~ 7% ( dermatophilosis )#1E& R 32 X 2 Ftt & 5 Bt A8 B

(Juliarena et al., 2008; Kulberg ef al., 2007; Maillard ef al., 1996; Xu et al., 1993;

Zanotti et al., 1996 ) -

2 ~ BoLA-DRB3 % H % PCR & 4 Al ik R/ 42

B3| S Rt ik & 2 AR AT B PCR-SBT 73 B #:4+%F BoLA-DRB3 A H %
PCR Z 4T > UAZGERAPNH AR A C EKEZHEEHT B H R
B RAKR BB 5 F - B o AR B 488 (polymerase ) #%3% i #1454k DNA
T2 BB it 4% dANTP A7 ANTP ¥ » $i87] F i /74538  — B 45108
AP L dINTP B8 &8 248 F A B 7A@ E88 H mid &k - B H 335 T&
EME—ZH B E > KA RALRIZLERSBIRIEZ T2 PCR &> £ 3
3% 4% % ddATP ~ ddTTP ~ ddGTP > sA & ddCTP £ ¢ 2 — - FiB 5K EZE
KR BERFRNZ PCR Rtk #—FHARE A ZCETRERABREZ
ddNTP > s t% i 8 B B FI3R 1 A B R B X BARB H B A 7] - T/ 50
ZEHB RS BTERH e ARE PEMARZ S B RE—FHKFH
oy A B A AR o

AARZ B AHEBIFRAXRKEZ TR > AIRILFZ A SU#5 DNA &
R Bl PCR-SBT 2 45477k 4t% BoLA-DRB3.2 JAH 2 % RE M 4T3¢3% »
A HAGIE LB AR AR T XA R R KRR R 2 A BIRAARE AR

AHNIZRIA AR ZHE -
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5~ MOHET %

— ~ RE & AR

SRR B A A TR SRR R R R (A5 A
R5) 0 23 S MF IR 6 5 SR R IR W A AT IUR S R

B EAf A 2010 =11 B £ 2011 £ 3 B - RRERAAEZWwE 4 Ao o

M A 25 B oA DHI S & AR L8R # £8 0 Rz 7 X E 5w ilt
Z 42 BARR 0 BE I A U T SO DHI 3L F 2 Fof - 4
POSIE AR FOHERRER  ABE S QEBY B i E A

XIRB e

(=) JLERZE
LR B AEERFEIABZ 2 EM[ — BT FLF LI 5%
YHHEBALHIES50 8 > TG HERZ KRR AF SR BITEESNILF

Z RHERLFL N6 -

(=) L zae

1% R AT 0 P 24 SL 4R AR 0 BB b BB AT AR AR BR £ FL P LRSI &

AEEEF R - QR B R e - RA T RAZT
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SARHHMAZ LSS

l l

fR AR S £ AR E

l

[N RN R A

v

DHI & B genomic DNA
0 AR SR A R L B

Bl i B E

v

BoLA-DRB3.2 . H
PCR-SBT 4-#7

B 4 X5t TAZ E

Figure 4 The flow chart of experimental design.
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1~ REMRBRETRNEF L FE - AR TERREASRREE R P 2K IRHA
¥ E -

2 LR ARAUEE B P A BAIRRIE I ER E 0 3 BN 43CRBIEN AR 10 4
4% o

3CITHAMIBELE I MERT A ENIRYG W% L5 XEBWY - ot
ERESEHER -

CEBBEEENR AT > GRS B BaINR B HARRET EARRES > R
R AR AR LEAT SR AT ©

= AR RBRARERIE

B RXB L4 B RERBE o A A IR AR BT X A AR AR R
PCR-SBT ( polymerase chain’ reaction ~ sequence based typing ) # &, > 4% #f
BoLA-DRB3.2 AR & K B354 M F EBF 2 % Bk - RIEBARIRIRT K> 57
B8RRI 2 RIS I A B2 R R AT AT L8 SARB IR IR
ARFRERZHRa -

W A EEEA

—REAEAZR S EIT A R R AR BERARRTRT > ARREH
Psifidi et al. (2010) 2t R 1% 2 do ik A 1 A & 43 4E 42 /5 » ¥ A Nucleospin® Blood
(MN, Germany)#j Fl & 4847 £ B3R 2 IR o B34k R RFAL KB 2 4875 3%
HZETAM  AKARBRAEZTAZERER > 5 I EMR MasterPure™ DNA

Purification Kit for Blood Version 11 (Eplcentre Wisconsin, USA ) #EATRER LR -
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(—) ¥ %4 DNA Z #hE

B4E ARFEBI40 mL AL EA SO mL &%+ > 48 4°C 4 3000
xg B 10 484 e FUAS ~ LAk~ AR B - B LR ILRSEI R L4

e8|k EERiE KB S 2 AR RAI PR @iz DNA -

(=) L 2a8mBER AR Exon3.2 & 5 B

1 ~

I 4Bz 45 R JE (polymeras chain reaction, PCR)

Miltiadou et al. (2003 ) %3t % 40 3] F#ATE X F A B2 48 RJE > M & 4878
TEEERANTRERR Y 2007 F4£  FEARABS L BEREL V28 —@
71 747 PCR 313 » Bi&47 PCR-SBT X 5547 » LAY B JE 45 B 138 08 A7 3% AR,
z F4# (Baxter et al., 2008; Kulberg et al., 2007; Takeshima et al., 2008; Wang et
al., 2008 ) » A3XE 75 4% Miltiadou er al. (2003) Fizxstz 3| FER L F—@
B % 47 4%3% > Forward primer ( DRB3FWD) ) :5’-CGC TCC TGT GAY CAG ATC
TAT CC-3’ ; Reverse primer (DRB3REV )t 5’-CAC CCC CGC GCT CACC-3’ -
#% 3 pmol Z iE @) # R %) 5] Fhe A A 1X reaction buffer( 1.5 mM Mg2+)~ 025U
Taq DNA polymerase ~ 22 & 0.2 mM dNTP % 0.2 mL PCR R JEEE ¥  Ew A
WA X EBETRAEZERIEMM A S0 uL - PCR #447% &4 Miltiadou et al.

(2003) zZ{Z s mise - FEAARWLBE 94C ~25 54 > MigEN %4
T304 57C ~304 > 72C ~ 1 82 AR > HRREA 2SR &KKAHT2

T Spnsaxath -
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2~ PCR iz #hit
# C#&kIEZ exon 2 h KX PCR Z42L DNA Z Hh#titE @ (Gel/ PCR
DNA Fragments Extraction Kit, Geneaid, USA ) #4574/t > AR B wE 6 FF
e BN RERERER S LB ZBIAZ PCR 24 ¥ @B EER
Ao ddHO » f R 43740 TE buffer & EDTA %A% 5 ok > B &L PCR &

PR A BANAEERENN2 E 50ng/ul 2 5[ -

3-PCR 22 %K
HuibrE£2 PCR ZHEEEEREAYHEMH R F o (Center of
Biotechnology, NTU ) #i 8 € - 2 W% S BT BITER > AP HBERBRFE
DNA 2 PCR Z#3¥ R #RA S 232 /@ AR E S TR

w0 AFERE R &R IEREN -

4 ~ BoOLA-DRB3.2 4 B #! 2 5 7 tb#}

R B REN R FASTA 2424 €% > A Chromas v2.23

( Technelysium Pty. Ltd., Taiwan) %-#7 & 5| B # » i 22 NCBI-BLASTN % #

#2 EMBL-EBI %4 #t( European Bioinformatics Institute, Europe )i 47 /5 7| b ¥ ©

& %t B BoLA-DRB3.2 Xk R A2t & (http://www.projects.roslin.ac.uk/bola ) Bx4F

PR AR R7 A 3t 8 NCBI AR BRI AL H 23 R f eI A7 F

3 AR E R AR BLASTN % % 7 NCBI #4774 7| Lo ¥ > 405 28 R 44

% 23 k& > BoLA-DRB32 AR E% » Bi&—F B E&F N

EMBL-EMI _E #4754k B A 2 2E 3% o
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Figure 5 Flow chart of genomic DNA extraction from milk samples.
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Figure 6 The flow charts of purification of PCR products.
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(=) Bkadr
1~ R & BEma 3

23 SRBR ik JU A RAR A AR ER A1 R P9 & Aty X b B B AT 20400 § % A
B8E tm B B AR 3B EFF 50 BB Bp 4k DHI A2~ A 35 X304k - IREWMAZ T2 4A
FE Ty 2 5 BOR PEBE 4R (sensitive group ) (2 X R# 5 k)~ — A% &4 (normal
group) (B X R#H2FE4R) URHIE LB 4 (resistant group ) (5 £ R#L

0% 1%k) £=18%%4 -

2~ ER s At
AR SAEAE A 43T B % #:8% IBM SPSS Statistics 19.0.0 (IBM, Chicago,
USA) #ATH3 o470 LAEME @SR Ai 4 (regression models ) 4T 5% 4m it # 81
Aamm - LE > RARB@B B BB o LamrmLILEZ Y o H
(analysis of variation, ANOVA ) Z BAZKEE 2 0=0.05 - LRI HE K4 TF :
Yijk = pt+ A; + Bjj + Eijk
Yik - # A F &8 AME
W OREEF
At BIEILE RKBEat LG EB i=1~a
Bij: % iAW E jEBREME > j=1~ai

Eij © #% £ > Ejj~ (0, o)
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B~ BRAT

‘n_u‘\:'
&

—~HERERERRANINLE - HLansZ Mk

I~ 35 R XRBFEZpHER
AF 2010 4 11 A £ 2011 43 A4z DHI B4 - KRBT 88 K2
R B 23 AT F L ILFE  REBANEABAREIRE RZAF LS R
W Ry HEURMER AR SR —RAEH 8 LG XAFAK 1058 - B4
BT AEREAMEZISEEN > AR T H @A (least square mean) i

.

&
=

2~ AR B AR Y X ER

RIF R E ATI R XA AR D B R DA BITE T oA REIZILE X4
XIBRBEHN A RS Z £ E ok 4 At o #24E Philpot and Nickerson( 1985)
2 Eik (RS BALFXIG X & RIBERY 5 2 20% » FLAGR D
5%k BEMMRD 3 B 12% > Mk Ea E R B R GR D H Rk RE
G3 I T AR A2t sE o Hb RRBRRAREFHAZILEAIL AR ZON
sh o HARRFENFE XM ARE X RM I AL AR HES
Student K, t-#& % (Student’s t-test) 2 % B AIER A T F3E £ B2 aE M - &
RILBH RS BEk 6 RBEARBAUNEZIIEE EEOR - JUEE - &
B4 ARBER Y E B A e o 2 B 4 TRtk (B 7TA—F)-
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Table 5 Relationships between mastitis and milk qualities

Milk components

Comparisons with normal milk

( Philpot and Nickerson, 1985 )

Comparisons with

normal milk

Lactose

decrease more than 5%

decrease 7.8%

Total protein

minus or plus slightly

not significant

SNF (Solids-not-fat)

decrease about 8%

decrease 3.6%

Total solid

decrease more than 3%

decrease 5.3%

Fat

decrease 5% to 12%

decrease 8.6%
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(1)

(2)

A2 fm o 92 U5 2 Bl 45

AR T IR E B 4.06+0.11% £ P 5 SR MR a2 FUAS &
% 3.72+020% $1—fgMEREm (4.20+£0.12%) A BRILILE B4 (4.15
+£022%) S RBEELRE (P>005) (k4) FpEFamp i 28E 8
48R > AR BB A-0.18 (B 7A)» Bam3UAs F 31 2 B8 4a JR L2 38 o
WM THE fefhfEEt 23 k6 FELAE RPN AILARSZI
BER - B REKRBERFZ AR 55 A 383 +£0.10% (P<0.05) X
B 4.19+0.11% (P<0.05) o RIFEARIKZ B A > 4 X 5 E B8R X 58

Z FURE RV 8.6% °

7t B R S B Z B R

AR FHIEE H322£008% H v H ek HBFAaZ ARG F
2 337+020% > $1— A4 (3.23+£0.12%) R EHIE $8m (3.10+
0.13% ) Aa % £ £ (P>0.05 ) 2 X 98 K48 X052 FUAs R -F3 o0 5] A 3.25
+0.06% (P>0.05) & 3.19+£0.05% (P>0.05) HEEELEHL -
B 7B AMepBflEaRIymE R AAMARS 011 2
FAREEAR R » BT 48 G 0 2984 3R 0 B m R R b Bdp 2 H ]
LB BHEELZRGFLE  — M T LTS AMNEBEEGZ AR AR
MBAIEXZXFRAGHBEEEG S RAEMERSS S AL
Z pH EKIEFEZ 6.6 EFZ 6.9 A L > BRI ¥ EE G2 2 FIK

(At > 2005) -
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(3) Eewmppdriislie2 B4

(4)

AR PR B 4.69+£0.05% HPHRILE KB Az AR A
4.97£0.04% B2 7 — At BE 48 (4.63 £ 0.07% ) $1 5 Bk 2% 4a. (4.44
+0.10% X P <0.01 )> {2 — Az M 2% 48 91 ) Bk M2 48 R 42 B8 % K 0= 0.05
i EMEEEE (P=0.10) k457 - B 7C B riltafn A LME% 2
RHEZ a4abl ARG EA -0.75 5 &Ko7 a3 38 ho s 2 s U &
BETH EERARE RPN L REXBMZIIBEE A 488+
0.03% » 88 % Z7E X EM 2 4.50 £ 0.05% (P<0.01); #b75 F 5L 4 i
L e % FL P N-acetyl-B-D-glucosaminidase tF+ » o 3%Ex & F
B e LB HLHE A AR iR % %K ( Berning and Shook, 1992) ¢ 5 #8402

FUME R B — MBI G RERERD T.1% -

7Y % fioy 91 4 i B T 40 B 48 Bl 4 Z Bl 4%

AR s Bl A S B i 2 3 0 5l A 8.62 + 0.09% (P >
0.05) P& 12.63 £ 0.18% (P>0.05) (% 4)> =Z{AZm M2 &5 E XY
BB ERBEZFEZRE (P> 0.05)- 4 X H R &5 E M4 RAE T
Moy 5) B 8.45+0.08%81 12.24 +£0.14% S BAZ AN R X MM 2 8.77 +
0.05% (P=0.01) 2% 12.93+0.12% (P<0.001)- & 7D #1 E % 3| 8-~
MapifiER MR BRI HRAEE » HE 5Ll mind 2 KK

Z AiaRf > MBI A -030-
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Figure 7 Relationships between somatic cell counts (SCC) and milk components.
A. fat; B. protein; C. lactose; D. solid-no-fat (SNF); E. total solid (TS); F. Milk

yield.
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3 AEBANHEZEE

REBETIILE KB TS A & 25.87 + 135 kg Ba2 o —MBAta
19.16+ 1.68 kg (P<0.01)» {292 5 SR M AF 41 23.54 + 428 kg WL E B Lt &
MEEE (P =062); —AEMBHHBAMFEZ T aBES£2EGF4L (P =
037 )4k 4-RIFEEZBR R FILE £ & B €(National Mastitis Committee, NMC )
B AREFRILE XA AL AL EHEAARH 108 £ M Arita(1991)
BB ARBEFRILE XMERIBANTSE 69 (EBE > HETETILE X4
FHEBRILEIH L - Rl Tl s XA a2 285 S A ] & 2R
FEBGA BRI PFHIEE R 2274+ 1.3%g » AR X BRI ZFH5L

EE (2274+094kg) T afax 2B 54 (P=099) #mETRREA =

(1) LA ARG HRAF oS BB IS XX BB 6K o s 2 A HH
FEABM B ETHER > THRMBAFZIE MBI F KR

LB -

(2) REAE XA CHILAZRESHERBAEZ > MORREALE X
MEZXILEBR - ANRBREHZLIFELRELIE AR
AT A 3e sk > Rk kR R T AMBARE S R BAEZ RBAEME
ERBRBELARTZE FHIAZRITON - ATE-FEFHLEZ A
HER FEBEA MRS EIL T L E 2 A o G P
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)7 ABlamr il gz aek LV REMmGaIE LESH -
FUNE Al BAR A AT AR AR > A2 AE B A B P TR LA AR R G H A R E
W 2B & E 2 B4R HAa B4R B 2] £ 0.898 (P <0.001)$20.769 (P<0.001) >
HAERBETHAME S T EEARK - LR EEG 2R T EEARM - 4843
%0574 (P=0.002); Rz > SLEAIIRIAZOEZRTEaMH > L4
Bi4%3 %-0.477 (P=0.01) $2-0.529 (P=0.005) - sb& R BT~ 2 B EH4
BAEFGERERBAR TG BRI FETRARRSIEIALEGZ LRI
BEUBEEIRAMAGZNZTHEEBGE  RRSAA I IR BRERE A
ARY - Beind o JUSEHEE > i RELARSIA—EZ 2R -

* SAFR@F s AR TR ARZI T o HEA  2FHHE R fE=
0.7 AT BN EERBLTRIEZ T0% LS F p& Rz P@EA 008 £
BAEKBET A o=0.1 BrabBi A Oy sEBR % MAESLZ L - 3Ll ~ L& S - U
A TXHILER A 0 2E PEA 035037 A& 0.60 > FREFHAEK
R HBIABELTARARIBIEE LY » AR WANFEZBE MBI E
TEEZRFEEZ MM ARABRBAREIENLT @ ARHUARGZ T E
% »#77% (backward stepwise regression analysis) 5| & & 252 /1 2 % 8 - >
BREERMHPEAN T2 t A/ BT dERILansAFBRRSHZ ¥
WA T HIR B4HH REBTAEAR L SEEAUEEN S EZZHE AN 4o
% 8B o B ESE ML > WHEEBAZE I o &R FALBREKE
0=0.05 B Bp AR A% (P=0.04) ser¥EEFHEAN AR R HZEoKE
AR EZ R RER LI Amny X EMRE > EEEL ARy 2 hET
DAREAL » AT AR R B EZ 4636 - RIFELA S ZER > THILEXT
R B 0 FLE=40.014- 0.834 FLAS - 0.737 L& & %-0.149 L& E+ 0.881 44

Bl & -
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Table 7 Pearson correlation matrix of milk yield and milk components

Correlations
Fat TS Yield Protein | Lactose SNF
Corr.
Fat -
Sig.
Corr. 0.898"
TS -
Sig. 0.000
Corr. -0.477°| -0.480°
Yield -
Sig. 0.012 0.011
Corr. 0.5747| 0.769"| -0.529"
Protein —
Sig. 0.002 0.000 0.005
Corr. 0.072 0.305 0.105 -0.062
Lactose [—
Sig. 0.723 0.122 0.602 0.760
N Corr. 0.557 | 0.847° = -03937| 08257 0.500"
Sig. 0.003 0.000 0.042 0.000 0.008

TS, total solid; SNF, solid-no-fat; Corr., Pearson correlation; sig.: asterisked value of
Pearson correlation is significantly better at the 95% confidence level than be expected

from a random distribution. Double stars indicate significance at the 99% level.
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Table 8 A. Model of milk yields by regression analysis; B. Modified model of milk

yields by backward stepwise regression analysis

A.
Coefficients”
Unstandardized Standardized
Coefficients Coefficients

Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.

1 (Constant) 31.586 33.367 .947 355
fat -10.823 11.387 -.808 -.950 353
protein -22.006 24.285 -1.233 -.906 375
lactose -12.503 23.771 -474 -.526 .604
SNF 9.691 23.977 .631 404 .690]
TS 6.413 10.395 .804 617 544

a. Dependent Variable: milk yields.

B.
Coefficients”
Unstandardized Standardized
Coefficients Coefficients

Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.

1 (Constant) 40.014 25.550 1.566 132
fat -11.172 11.136 -.834| -1.003 327
protein -13.143 10.236 =737 -1.284 213
lactose -3.939 10.569 -.149 -.373 713
TS 7.025 10.087 .881 .696 493

a. Dependent Variable: milk yields.
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= - HAZEEA MR

AR B 2 # A Nucleospin® Blood (MN, Germany) #2 MasterPure™ DNA
Purification Kit for Blood Version I ( Epicentre®, Wisconsin, USA) f#& R % A &
BT 4 FL DNA B2 RErtb i > & R4k 9 - RIE 260/280 $2 260/230 tb{E
T 40 > MasterPure™#x Nucleospin® 2 A 8 G2 Ea %Y > EHLBEAGREN
BE TR EHS 4% PCR 24 % -8 8 A Nucleospin® Blood Kit #2 MasterPure™
DNA Purification Kit 2 PCR Z # & 7k B ° # -~ i Nucleospin® Blood Kit & & A #

2 PCR&EXR > AL RRA = :

] ~ Nucleospin® Blood Kit % 4 i column # 8 & B i 4788 » T4E %] 842 DNA
EERAEY -
2 ~ Nucleospin® Blood Kit # & 32 & 2 ¥ Au A protease K TRV A F 5 &G E 5

2 2/ %8R
2 Z"f‘} ga °

SR T 2 34 AR B A# & > MasterPure™ DNA Purification Kit FFEE A AR5 > &
BH—HMAZEAERA 13 AL TRERAZEEITEA S AL FF LRAEM -
M T T ST AL B IRAR AR P 8 S Ao A protease K R 32> LA 5 £ DNA (IR Z 24 % »

VA R AT R 3
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Table 9 Comparison of two different commercial kits in DNA extraction methods

Extraction 260/280 nm* | 260/230 nm® | Process Cost per sample
method duration

Nucleospin’ 1.72+ 0.05 1.71+ 0.04 1.5 hours | 96

MasterPure™ 1.43+0.08 1.39+ 0.09 1.5 hours 35

a: Ratio from absorbance at 260 and 280 nm to evaluate proteins contents.
b: Ratio from absorbance at 260 and 230 nm to evaluate salts contents.
c: NT dollars.

B 8 WAt R E A EM DNA 2T ks R L - a. Nucleospin® ; b. MasterPure™
Figure 8 Comparison of two different commercial kits in DNA electrophoresis

results. a. Nucleospin ; b. MasterPure™
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~DRB3.2 RAHFZE &%

1 ~DRB3.2 kW % PCR # B 8 Ekh &

1 /i DRB3FWD i DRB3REV 3| Fi#4T PCR % % 1% ¥ % B A8 47 Tk
LAnFAEst A2 R BRI B4 R B # 2 295 bpe k45 Ledwidge % A(2001)
SH4F 70 SEME R #IT S E PCR 3HAT/3 2 & 28 > DRB32 AR
PCR K & A/N# %4 151 £ 395 bp 2 R » ™ Miltiadou % A (2003) # B A4t
# 126 3847 B 441 B & K (Charolais ) #3#%4X » BAR 17 B4 Bl 4 P2 385
13 2] 2 PCR R & K/NATE 2 319 bp B3R 5 XUBK %4131 PCR & 4 i 47 RFLP
Z A 3 e a3t (Da Mota et al., 2004; Gilliespie et al., 1999; Giovambattista et
al., 2001; Pashmi et al., 2009; Razafindraibe et al., 2006; Ripoli et al., 2003 ) » K M
B DNA RS & dikAk A > FRAEIRZ DNA R E & S » B8 L2 A Bl
REF R AL - AR A & A FL P AdbIRZ DNA & 8 SR B3 R R B fik
R T ATEAFZ DNA > BERL RF el B — BB AR - SR EAT
PCR-RFLP 2 %%l 547 » EHHF 53 LR F 1A X PCR-SBT 7 AT 047 © &
%% 1% PCR-RFLP i #7 2 h #x $14 Al PCR-SBT 2 h K% AE R 42
%) 0 BubmEIE—B 9T - Ledwidge £ A (2001) 77 %42 A8z BA2 » 3% H
M2 3% DNA B B R & 50ng/uL 8% 7R i@ 4 # 47 Multi-primer PCR #2 PCR-RFLP

AT

» DRB3.2 X & iR 5h & 8 — 2 5 #7

Az 23 R4 Z PCR EME EHF MR W46 BEFRAZF7 P &
ERAEFIN TR VA IEFPNEF RN EFRAFE L 69.69% ° 5 R4
P SHERBRFALEBEE TR — A I0ETH 7T EEBEE TR ™

BHLE RBE8BETHE 6 RBEBTHF R -  SBAZT RN FRBEZ LR (P
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>0.05) B AR T BB R AREEF T EZRIKREE DNA X R
ARG HAESEZHE (Ll NRAEMAEARE » A RRZ RBRTEE
REANERAZEE  TREARI DNA BRZARYE > UBRLSZRHE o
R h 2 5 7] % $2 NCBI 2 GeneBank %k & + 4 & 23 353 &,82 5 5| Lk
o R4 EAR K 2 P — %4 (similarity) 4 91.9% > &KX — M S

88% » &3 A 96% o LATF 3L T R T2 17 SEMABE AT 5 A7

g ~ DRB3.2 # H = PCR-SBT % f& & 5 #f

1 ~DRB32 XRA % M4

17 834 R £ BRI ERRZRBEARA ok 10 fiom e AV RFA
Z SR AR A % A A R ALE R AR F A *0101(31.25% )~*1401( 15.63% )~*1501
(15.63%) » BAB*1101 (9.37% ) ¢ 4%4% Schwab % A (2009) &+# Ao Atk
LB Z 56 BAAT B 4 AT B 0 B B AR oo SR A A4 %0101 (25% )~ *1101
(13%) ~ *1201 (13%) > LAE*1501 (11%); % ko4 2 5 B4Rk Likm
BAEBEA S %A 5 E 10% 2*1001 > *2703 > 2K *0902 4 H E A (Rupp ef
al., 2007; Sharif et al., 1999 ) » TR FE AT ER RN ME A HEHEZ AR
AR E AL o shoh 0 ARIE Miyasaka % A (2011) 4t%F 507 S5 8 K Z 48 143
YA B AATE 42 DRB3.2 AR A AT RET > B ARG 4 DRB3.2 XA K
RASAEZ % R Hd 2K 5 %1501 (25.9% )~ *0101 (21.3%) ~ *1101
(11.5%) ~ *1001 (9.1%) ~ *1201 (7.0%) > K& *2703 (6.3%) % - *0101 %
HARAN W EARRORASHAEFTRAZARA AR ELITHFRERE
RZARA  RIABRZ XA KRR EE T AP ATRZER - *0101 K
BASE TR BB 2R dE o Bk 11 -
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& 10 5 KR53 42 DRB3.2 R & A B A4 £

Table 10 The allele frequencies of DRB3.2 gene in NTU Experimental Farm

Allele n’ Allele frequency
*0101 10 0.3125
*0201 1 0.0312
*0601 2 0.0625
*1001 2 0.0625
*1101 3 0.0937
*1201 2 0.0625
*1401 5 0.1563
*1501 5 0.1563
*2703 1 0.0312
*3101 2 0.0625
*7301 1 0.0312

a: n = number of alleles.

b: The most frequent alleles are given in bold

60



‘110z ¢

‘v 12 eYRSRATIN  q

6661 “Iv J2 JuRyS ‘6007 [P Jo qemyds L00T “/v 12 ddnyg e

(%LE€6) 10T+

(%1°6) 1007«

(%T1) T0ST«

(%€9°ST) 10STx

(%S11) 1011«

(%ET) 10T

(%€9°ST) 10V1x

(%€'12T) 1010+

(%€1) 1011+

(%ST1€) 1010+

(%6'ST) 10S I+

(%ST) 1010«

so[o[[e

juonbaiy 3o

(L1=N)

NIN

(Ev1 =N)

q ueder

(9$ =N)

» BPRUR)) WI)Sey

WHZTYI WYY B FY R EF Ceddd + W

epeue)) pue ‘uede[ ‘) LN Ul saroudanbaiy o[9[[e auasd 7 ¢y Jo uosuedwo)) [ dqeL

FTHEAY S 11 ¥

61



2~ $u3 e K EEm2 DRB3.2 A B A 547

PILE XBFA T LR 8 BAIE AR » 455 A*0101 ~ *1001 ~ *1101 ~

RALEBEPRER  TANMFTRTAIISBARAN 2 —» g sHme
R B EIE KX AR o Pashmi F A (2009) 7K 21 B4 BA ML E 2 262 A
MEFRRES W AEARALBR - 0I0l XS AR BTG RZRAAM
01 QUL R X RAA M MAEE AN Z AR E A LEABHZ T LI4F
JE AR BRI R AR R A SRR R G2 XA AR A - *1001 ~
#1101 ~ #3101 BA K *7031 BHIL 5 S mM P 2 B A RS ARLY » A ARAHEE

% 59~88~59 A% 2.9% -

3~ —fxbeRE4a 2 DRB3.2 AR A 547

—fx AR P £ R R AR A AR 55 A*0101-*1101-*1201-*1401 »

MR *2703 4ok 13 Ao o*0101 A AT ESE AR S AR AIER A 17.6%

H P *1201 $#2%2703 A& A F AN KRR KK PEHE AN G X BFa 08— R
B AR R G BRI RR 4 o ARIE AR IR ML hu & K RIFZ 47 Ml A KBTS

*1201 $2%2703 RT B AHIIE XX B KRR A 2 24 - Schwab % A (2009) #>
e E KX R AT M 42 DRB3.2 AR RN RERZEZH 8% (Neospora

caninum R R ENZ B E AR EKRIE BRI E Z Z(P=0.09) {2575 3,*2703

[

BHARA SR RL T E KRR R E AN L XA AR M i ARE
¢t 201 sEP) A B4 (Boran) 4% 47 R ¥R & (Theileria parva) % %4k
A ZHARITAFBMZER*2703 KA KRR H B ER SR YA A P=
0.02) s 1 % =% MHC #1435 2 CD4'T 4a f 2 418 Z Bk As /7 & H( Ballingall
etal.,2004) -
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Table 12 Allele frequencies of resistant group

Allele Frequency (%)
*0101 8.8
*1001 59
*1101 2.9
*1201 2.9
*1401 L)
*1501 20
*3101 5.9
*7301 2.9

a: n = number of alleles.
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Table 13 Allele frequencies of normal group.

Allele n* Frequency (%)
*0101 6 17.6
*1101 2 59
*1201 1 2.9
*1401 4 11.8
*2703 1 2.9
a: n = number of alleles
k14 GERMEEFAZRALRAER

Table 14 Allele frequencies of sensitive group.

Allele n* Frequency (%)
*0101 1 2.9
*0201 1 2.9
*0601 2 5.9
*1501 4 11.8

a: n = number of alleles
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4~ pagR EBf a2 DRB3.2 A R A 5 ¥

M

DR R AR A AR - 53] A*0101 ~ 0201 ~ *0601 » A K&
¥1501 > 4ok 14 ABFMZ X ARA R A =EBFA ¥R > H +*0201
#*0601 A AR A B AN 4B PARE R *0101 A REAGFAZEREZ
FooRASARARAYER N LA RABE - *1501 ABFEANBARRHZ AL
RA (15.8%) #R4% Nassiry & A (2005) #47BAZ 250 3847 B - BATZ A E
faor o Himw Rz w @A AR A 5 % £*1202 ~ *0101 ~ *0901 » tA & *1501 -
*0901 B ARIMBAMWER - BAZALEFT B ERZ 2B ARA » 2*1501 A
FTANTEFT > ARBRZ 259%H &S 0 B> *1501 T4 447 M4 7
—REBEZIAARA -

AR 501 2455 F 1A (N=2) 75 X054 B8 25 8 3 2 8% da L 30
(P<005) a8 R EXBRREMNR - FHMELE /G4 E 200 EER L
B ALt ¥ A SR L R *1501 A -F R B R A HARBE . F AT A 3L 0 HER*1501
HTRRAILSE X HHREZRBARA A4S FERRAEBRAEZ RN
K JE - Ballingall % A (2004) RNEBRBRFZ KPR SR ERBRTER > B
¥2703 XBARA B BEZ R G RAZRN > ¥1501 40 FEBETAI8EEE
Z RS REFE(P=0.013) 2 4*1503 2 b4 T3 B A T 48 & B AKE B Z Itk
Juliarena % A (2008) AJ#% £ %2703 T4 w4 & fask % % (bovine leukemia
virus, BLV ) Z 4L > 12 %1501 45 3% ik 2 BLV 2 JA o 2k M Sharif % A(1998)
g RZAT A EATIE X2 A R AR B AR E % 0 3R A*1501 7T
RAETERATREAF R B ILE X myp £ EAE (cystic ovarian) Z & (P <0.05)
% — 7 @ Martinez 2% A(2006 )44+ 231 38 & B3 & 47 B 4 2 #F 35 78 42 i - *1501
WERE K o= 0.1 87T A 2 FE 484 B & (Boophilus microplus) Z R ¥ F -
B B AT DRB3.2 2 % RSB ZH R 2R DB HBF AR A 2
CDA'T MBI KRR EATHAE REHHHF L ZFARF AR A Lo*1101 £2*1201
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E

#4771 % (Norimine ef al., 2006) ; & F*1501 244 FHERAE CD4'T #E
HRERAEMEREHNREZ ERUEELZR D EHREE—FHRR -
DRB3.2 A B Z ) e AR 2R ZABRI 842 > B CDA' T M EIR A LB 2
T -SRI EMREZAZE ) AR AE T #1501 #F 25 CDA'T #HE
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~DRB3.2 X F 3L &34 m X M4
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WA R A Aa 2 4 R (Pashmi e al., 2009) » % HBERIIAT I HHEE ; £

thz Ly BERRAZHGFINE 1S EPEAGRAEARAEERRN 5%

F o

SLAs % 2 DRB3.2 £ B A 2 B4

Bk 15 T R RRRAHH AX40] IE AR A 2 4.68% A H
FH3LRsF (P=0.02); FAKE A*1501 RZEKXRA 2 3.41% B2 E BN -F3H L
Ba g (P =0.01)° da# g X2 U F @R R XX R HR > B*1501 467
EBHIE RERERBRAREZ Y HARBKZIIBELRR - BEZ I
REFI01 RAAKLARAR LI EARLEABRS ISR RIEE (Dietz et dl,
1997; Kulberg et al., 2007; Pashmi et al., 2009; Rupp et al., 2007 ) » {27 K R K ER
b3 RWEEF01 F B2 E (P=0.86) RMR*1401 & ik 2 KA, -
WA HE B R AR PSRN L 3.5% 2T m s *1101 K A &%
BZIEEERR ERERRGZ-FHYIAEE A 391% S — A& FHIEE
NG L RS LB F140] REMA R P EZHEHZARA
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IAELARA*40] A EERERRSE  BBEESN ARG E (P=
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*1401 B KRA TR AR E HIBEAZAEREE -
3 3R dg DRB3.2 £ B A % B 14
IEARA*I201 HIEFERRSE LBEE SN FHILER(P<0.01)
Starkenburg % A (1997) 32 A*1201 R A AR A ¢ B E > ERLIEH
R EAEZ AR (P=0.6) HILRBENEZEFRHA - R¥1201 I#
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4 ~ & RE BV 4 9148 B Y 4 92 DRB3.2 AR B A 2 B 4%

=

AR B 0601~ *1001 s BUEF1501 4 & A A% #i62 SRS EI % (P<
0.05) > M*0601 $2*1501 34 sk B &) B ) ¥ 52 ]S FLAS 5 B A& 48 B B % 2 %
W p HGE R REERTSAMK (P<0.05)- *1401 4K R A 2 4B
EAEEYE BBELEZNFHEENBE (P=0.02) gR*1401 & & EH AR
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B*0101 $2*1401 S K E 2 AT KX HKEM » AAFBERHZA
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FEEBZRRERIASEZTHE - EHRTREEREZERE B AR L

BN Z AR RB ©
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Table 15 Relationships between alleles and milk components

Allele Fat (%) | Protein (%) | Lactose (%) @ SNF (%) | TS (%)
*0101 4.13 3.11 4.79 8.60 12.67
*0601 3.45% 3.10 4.47 8.27** 11.71%
*1001 3.71 2.60%* 4.98 8.28** 12.00
*1101 4.04 3.24 4.97 8.91 13.00
*1201 3.73 3.17 5.06%* 8.94 12.67
*1401 4.68* 3.64* 4.59 8.93 13.51*
*1501 3.41%* 3.04 4.44 8.19%** 11.43*
*3101 4.54" 3.03 491 8.63 13.17

SNF, solid-no-fat; TS, total solid. Only allele frequencies over 5% are listed.
Asterisked value is significantly different at the 95% confidence level than
be expected from a random distribution. Double stars indicate significance

at the 99% level.
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