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Table 1. Location and sample size of cows used in this study
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Table 2. Aaverage distance (bp), linkage disequilibrium (r2) and standard deviation (SD) between
adjacent single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) in each chromosome in Holstein, Najdi and their

hybrids.
Cross ausesl Najdi oz Holstein ,kusls 235595,
r’+s.d. (bp)alolé (.Sileo r2+ s.d. (bp)alols . Siles r’+ s.d. (bp)alols - Sils Chromosome
Avg dist (bp) Avg dist (bp) Avg dist (bp)

0.398 + 0.222 270613.97 0.387 £ 0.212 247706.79 0.407 £ 0.195 369125.3 1
0.390 £ 0.215 284262.63 0.398 +0.213 275828.08 0.406 + 0.194 385516.08 2
0.412 +0.224 228453.49 0.411 + 0.227 233188.84 0.410 £ 0.202 352511.09 3
0.333£0.135 323505.15 0.327 £ 0.134 346674.63 0.375 £ 0.162 426693.8 4
0.400 £ 0.214 247139.25 0.409 + 0.229 221699.38 0.410 +0.199 332810.94 5
0.360 £ 0.184 256987.82 0.365 + 0.190 235169.58 0.379 £ 0.173 367454.33 6
0.340 + 0.156 33934347 0.356 + 0.161 355234.6 0.390 +0.172 395189.3 7
0.340 + 0.153 340603.99 0.341 £ 0.157 313005.75 0.374 + 0.162 413848.68 8
0.411 £ 0.229 228269.29 0.398 £ 0.215 203417.75 0.407 +0.204 345652.69 9
0.324 £ 0.138 334301.12 0.314 £ 0.130 320882.88 0.360 +0.151 423095.97 10
0.331 £ 0.147 334715.17 0.330 £ 0.146 306931.49 0.379 £ 0.166 401719.78 11
0.332 £ 0.145 341781.46 0.330 £ 0.145 329409.28 0.380 + 0.168 393548.3 12
0.347 £ 0.145 360581.73 0.335+0.136 366402.03 0.400 + 0.167 391818.05 13
0.338 £ 0.152 301692.89 0.339 £ 0.152 314497.85 0.376 + 0.159 355586.37 14
0.380 + 0.207 255538.51 0.390 + 0.217 222566.85 0.394 + 0.186 372363.68 15
0.440 £ 0.257 183288.75 0.420 £ 0.242 196036.64 0.426 +0.219 320306.23 16
0.335+£0.151 292029.76 0.353 £ 0.167 279710.19 0.382 +0.162 398745.46 17
0.367 £0.176 221345.49 0.359 £ 0.174 215687.45 0.394 £ 0.172 316046.78 18
0.391 + 0.205 230873.33 0.382 + 0.194 213834.69 0.418 £ 0.195 319230.45 19
0.462 £ 0.271 161547.3 0.483 £0.271 149011.81 0.450 + 0.244 281812.37 20
0.384 £ 0.203 222604.03 0.402 +0.207 248472.47 0.395 +0.190 322762.05 21
0.321 +0.131 316386.27 0.318 £ 0.127 307752.62 0.373 £ 0.154 390667.71 22
0.434 £ 0.239 182624.69 0.448 £ 0.246 174578.92 0.427 +0.208 285235.55 23
0.340 + 0.159 282076.36 0.342 £ 0.166 286405.33 0.376 + 0.167 369848.03 24
0.342 £0.153 260390.23 0.337 £0.152 226134.78 0.377 £ 0.159 333984.69 25
0.328 + 0.146 305545.37 0.330 £ 0.154 301584.07 0.359 £ 0.150 377453.94 26
0.326 £ 0.129 294061.29 0.323 £0.138 255515.62 0.369 + 0.156 376919.13 27
0.319 £ 0.130 339748.76 0.311 £ 0.120 323960.45 0.365 + 0.155 375221.68 28
0.353 + 0.155 267195.94 0.345 + 0.146 267663.36 0.382 £ 0.169 345984.46 29
0.373 £ 0.195 271318.93 0.375+0.197 262489.84 0.394 £ 0.183 364429.6 Average .Sl
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Fig 3 Map of LD erosion calculated by r2 method between pairs of adjacent SNPs versus marker distance
in all chromosomes
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Table 3. The amount of estimated ROHSs of the studied populations in different genomic distances
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Fig 4. Manhattan diagram of estimated ROHSs separately in different populations where threshold=60 is
considered



f? \Y‘Y )Le). s\ O)Lo.aj) ‘Y‘ 0)30 6‘D|O 60‘)—34.’ 9 C)Lé‘ 4-l7b°

Ferencakovi¢, ) eyl conex 5o 5 (Kirin, McQuillan et al., 2010) L.l ,os ROH L bLs )l jo i Sladllas

Sladad aiies obsS Job b GROH I S aily Jsb b sLROH slass a5 wlesges 3,5 (Hamzi¢ et al., 2013
3973 (G JLo Y0 3992 Gy Jud VYT (b oS ol (S350 o0,k PM) o) litds Cones 53 ROH oS
) aindS 5 o3l gl Jlo 10 Soed 4,25 90 12 55 (Gaz0 55 0055 4 aBd o lis ol sabid gl 4l ol ol

] Al

04—
0.3
group
= =3 Holestain
s = Cross
B MNajdi
0.1
0.0-
Holestain Cross MNajdi
group

anlllas 350 (glo Cumoz SSE &5 0ud 351 FROH loges -0 IS
Fig 5. Fron diagram estimated by the concentration of the studied populations

Caro> 43 go 0wl

Sleity ol Conl Comaz F5e o3Il s 3555 wiejls e S i Lai> 5 (S5 g5 2S5l 5 T ol
i Bl om0 (s B 3505) Do oligS 10 SeF e 5l iU cand 9 5l (6,5 el jslaie 4 Franklin(1980)
Oy Coproz Do SYsb gl g (Sesy e Bl 0,3 0+ 5l i NE Wb Gase 510 50 e alil 0,8 0
Slgaion 9 (il B )] TJ..}‘ Sl 00l Ll (daily 4 olony) (SiSl i il laie b odasl jo sloiin ol 05
e 5o Ne g ail as o Ve 5l S Jud iy b Go o Comd Lol o 3 Ve Blas oo oligS NE a5 sl o
Frankham, Bradshaw et) s 5" La> ow 50 50 1) Cames (JolSS il lgn B adlb o Voo e b ol Blas asb
5 oy Vo) Al ol FO azs @l ol Glaamex lp zn Jed 50 iamex i5e ojlail e .@l., 2014
ol aAlols laceaes 3l cbla> cys oo dlpiins polie lp soms ol sl olael pl el Cavos wl, VYo cplisds

‘_gl.bslf u*’)j)" L Ql‘-’l"""j) u...w‘..b JJLQJ ol ASJQ)J o..\.uT 3 ‘_g..\;u ¥ jlf B> R d J.la.’> OMJUL..MJ ).a| u)‘ 9 o)b



v oS 5 555 0555 JS s b s9glS Copmazr HlisLo asllins

slodlo jo Bgls (l Comaz wpuds (EalS corge ()5 ool b aglie )0 lagT 0 haws (0505 (soladl Jds 4 o
oz e L) ol5 cnl pogs (sazmi lagls b Jls)ly slaslys loe eois J0S sla B ;508 (s 5l ol a3
Ol B (gl sy o0 S5 4 (55970 conile Sl Al Slagls I cblam gl pladsly (9aS gy bl el 035 554,
Ohyan Fed Oyl el (65950 (o092 slagls Sz solaBl (Gudgi e Sy iy a5 (] b pgr S o 0l
2 s b L s ol g el (e Ll b (ola ey aS 09 walys golatdl Sloj LS seg slagls
Az g5 Wilg oo Caliof Wdgl S 4y 9, Blaal 0l Gaw pizren 0 pdy O g M il slronilen 1 oolatul
cbla> 0,5 18 gus daxgi 0,50 Wb o alls slapls Slulil o o BN S .ol anils of pen 4y (6 iy (golaidl
I35 sl Sl sl oslainl aie (nl 53 005 13 azsi 3,50 5 SSb okl Gy 5l Wlgiee per S 3l B 9
Sllys e (S5 Lalyy dslone gz SNP (sla SiLis 3l oolictl (raizmod sl ge Ll slapls (Lulids ;3 wlgs oo
slpls yis o as el ;I (Engelsma, Veerkamp et al., 2014) coul avogs b lacaaes ,o0 S5 g9 L 4
ilg5 oo SNP (ST (sl Sl 51 snliil g sas il oo 00l (6 5lod yos oMbl g (glo 2 sloosls )9S o

Aok lacaaes (ol (S Sleogas ow)p slp (omle (5

NE in the past 100 genrations MNe in the past 5000 generations
i3
=8=Holestin = (ross Najdi
1801
1600
1400 —
120€ —
o 100 |
= a0 Y e
601 . e
40¢ el
200 : > - 08
( ‘....'
1} 20 40 60 80 100 120 10
GenRgo

S 0o alolB (0 Jus Voo me i alolB@ ansdS slo i by (NB)Cumaz 50 o)l puis aig, -8 JSio

Fig 6. The trend of effective population size change (Ne) during the past generations a) distance between
0-100 generations b) distance between 0-5000 generations
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