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Genetic variation in nodule size at different sites on
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S.W.P. Cloete*®, S.J. van Schalkwyk'®, A. Engelbrecht!® and L.C. Hoffman*
! Department of Animal Sciences, University of Stellenbosch, Private Bag X1, Matieland 7602, South Africa
? Institute for Animal Production: Elsenburg, Private Bag X1, Elsenburg 7607, South Africa
3 Institute for Animal Production: Oudtshoorn, P.O. Box 351, Oudtshoorn 6620, South Africa

Abstract

Nodule size is an important indicator of leather quality in the ostrich leather trade. The present study
investigated genetic variation in nodule size at five sites on the skin, namely the neck, back, upper leg, flank
and butt. Nodule size increased with an increased chronological age at all sites. Estimates of h? for nodule
size ranged from 0.09 £+ 0.07 on the flank region to 0.24 + 0.10 on the upper leg region. Genetic correlations
between nodule sizes measured at different sites were generally lower than expected, linked to high standard
errors and, mostly not significant. These preliminary results seem to suggest that nodule size on different
locations of the skin is not necessarily the same genetic trait. Apart from the limitations evident from these
results, the objective measurement of nodules on ostrich skins is tedious when done manually, with little
prospect for automation. The number of nodules per dm? (nodule density) was considered within skin sites
as an indirect criterion for the improvement of nodule size. However, genetic correlations between nodule
density and nodule size were negative, variable in size and generally not significantly different from zero or
unity. Based on these preliminary results, alternative strategies for the genetic improvement of ostrich skin
nodule size should be considered.
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Leather contributes markedly to the revenue of commercial ostrich farmers. Cloete et al. (1998)
estimated that the ostrich leather contributed approximately 70% to the total income obtained by ostrich
farmers during the mid 1990’s. This contribution has since declined, with ostrich meat becoming more
popular. Leather is, however, still estimated to contribute more than 50% of the total income of ostrich
producers, depending on the quality of the product (Hoffman, 2005).

Ostrich leather competes in the exotic leather market, and is marketed as a luxury product (Cooper,
2001; Adams & Revell, 2003). Despite its value, little is known about its physical properties and the
influence of various factors thereon (Sales, 1999; Meyer, 2003). There is consensus that the size and general
appearance of the nodules on ostrich skins contribute markedly to its value in the marketplace (Meyer et al.,
2004; Engelbrecht et al., 2005; Van Schalkwyk et al., 2005a). Previous studies have suggested genetic
variation in qualitative nodule traits (Meyer et al., 2004; Engelbrecht et al., 2005), suggesting that it can be
improved by selection. However, marked variation occurs in nodule parameters measured at different
locations on the ostrich skin (Cloete et al., 2004; Meyer et al., 2004). The aim of the present study was
therefore to extend the previous work of Meyer et al. (2004), by determining whether the heritability of
nodule traits varies between locations on the ostrich skin.

Approximately 500 South African Black slaughter ostriches from the commercial ostrich population
at the Oudtshoorn experimental farm were used. The background and origin of the population are well
described in the literature (Van Schalkwyk et al., 1996; Bunter & Cloete, 2004). The birds were slaughtered
according to standard South African procedures (Van Schalkwyk et al., 2005b). All the skins were
processed to the chrome-crusted stage, using standard procedures (Meyer et al., 2003a; b). Complete
pedigree records were available for 439 of these ostriches, while sire identity was known for a further 41
birds. These data were used to estimate genetic and environmental parameters for two skin traits. For this
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purpose, average nodule size and density for each skin were determined at five localities of 1 dm” each, as
described by Cloete et al. (2004). The localities were situated on the neck, mid-crown area, upper leg, lower
flank and in the middle of the rear back area (subsequently referred to as the butt). The base diameter of 10
individual nodules within each site (chosen according to a predetermined grid) was measured with a
Digimatic Caliper (Toolquip & Allied, P.O. Box 687, Goodwood 7459, South Africa) and the number of
nodules was counted. Mean nodule size and density (nodules/dm?) were subsequently obtained for the
respective localities on the skin. In preliminary analyses all nodules were also measured on the mid-crown
and upper leg regions of 10 skins. Correlations of means derived from all measurements with means derived
from 10 measurements were >0.89. It was thus decided that means derived from 10 measurements were
representative of the nodule diameter of specific skins.

In the previous study of Meyer et al. (2004), data were analysed across localities, using an
unstructured repeatability model. However, this approach assumes equal means and variances for the traits
(nodule diameter and nodule number) across localities. This was clearly not the case in the literature (Cloete
et al., 2004; Meyer et al., 2004). The present study therefore estimated heritability for each location. Apart
from random animal effects, year of slaughter was fitted as fixed and age at slaughter was fitted as a linear
covariate. Initially single-trait animal models were fitted, using ASREML (Gilmour et al., 1999). These
analyses were followed with a multi-trait analysis involving nodule diameter at all five sites as different
traits. This multi-trait analysis involving nodule diameter in the neck region failed to converge, and this
location was excluded. Genetic and environmental correlations between nodule diameters at the respective
sites were estimated from this analysis. Two-trait animal models involving nodule diameter and nodule
number at each locality were fitted next, to obtain genetic correlations between these traits at the respective
sites.

Traits were normally distributed in the majority of cases (Table 1). A significant deviation from
normality in the case of nodule density on the upper leg was attributed to kurtosis rather than skewness.
Interpretation of results was thus continued as motivated by Glass et al. (1972). Coefficients of variation
(CV’s) ranged from 17.9% to 25.2% in the case of nodule density, and from 11.7% to 13.7% in the case of
nodule diameter. Corresponding CV’s in the study of Meyer et al. (2004) were 33.4 for nodule density and
15.2 for nodule size, when measurements made at different locations were treated as the same trait. Means
pertinent to each location were consistent with those available in the literature (Cloete et al., 2004; Meyer
etal., 2004).

Table 1 Descriptive statistics for nodule density and nodule diameter measured on different locations on
ostrich skins

Trait and Number of Mean + s.d. Coefficient of Skewness Kurtosis Range
Location skins variation
Nodule density
Neck 480 542 +10.3 19.0 0.99 1.29 35-98
Mid crown 480 57.8+10.4 17.9 0.91 1.23 36 -106
Upper leg 480 28.0+6.4 22.9 1.40 3.83 17— 64
Lower flank 479 37.9+9.5 25.2 0.79 0.98 4-176
Butt 479 58.0+12.2 21.1 0.85 1.16 31-114
Nodule diameter
Neck 480 3.24+0.45 13.7 0.29 -0.35 2.17-4.58
Mid crown 480 3.22+0.39 12.0 0.28 -0.11 2.32-4.51
Upper leg 480 3.71+0.49 13.1 0.21 -0.20 242-5.01
Lower flank 479 3.89+£0.45 11.7 0.15 -0.41 2.73-5.03
Butt 479 3.93+0.48 12.3 0.03 -0.46 2.75-5.40

Nodule density decreased with an increased chronological age (as skin area and bodyweight increased
— Cloete et al., 2004) at all sites. Respective regressions (+ s.e.) of nodule density on age (expressed per day)
were -0.056 £ 0.009 at the neck, -0.066 = 0.009 at the back, -0.0039 + 0.006 at the upper leg, -0.079 + 0.008
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at the flank and -0.090 £+ 0.010 at the butt. Nodule size, on the other hand, increased with an increased
chronological age at all sites. Corresponding regressions (+ s.e.) of nodule size on age (expressed as
mm/day) were respectively 0.0031 + 0.0004, 0.0027 = 0.0004, 0.0036 + 0.0005, 0.0029 + 0.0004 and 0.0041
+ 0.0004 at the five sites. It is generally accepted that nodule density decreases with slaughter age while
nodule number increases (Cloete et al., 2004; Meyer et al., 2004). These results are therefore not surprising.

Estimates of heritability (h?) ranged from zero to 0.22 for nodule density, with three estimates that
were near 0.10 (Table 2). Only the h? estimate estimated for the mid crown locality was significant, i.e. more
than twice the corresponding standard error. Four h? estimates for nodule diameter were approximately 0.10,
while a higher estimate of 0.23 was found for the upper leg region. The latter estimate also reached
significance (P < 0.05). It is notable that most estimates coincided with previous estimates of 0.10 for both
traits when slightly fewer records were analysed across localities, using an unstructured repeatability model
(Meyer et al., 2004).

Table 2 Variance components and ratios for nodule size and nodule size density, measured at five body
locations on 480 slaughter ostriches (with: 6%,  the direct additive variance; 67 the residual variance; 6%, the
overall phenotypic variance)

Trait and locality o2, o2, 0% h? £ s.e.
Nodule density
Neck 4.44 60.77 65.21 0.07 £0.07
Mid crown 15.08 52.12 67.20 0.22 +£0.09
Upper leg 0.09 29.68 29.77 0.00 £ 0.06
Lower flank 3.74 37.36 41.10 0.09 £ 0.07
Butt 7.46 70.67 78.12 0.10 £0.08
Nodule diameter
Neck 0.0092 0.1189 0.1282 0.07 £0.08
Mid crown 0.0091 0.0820 0.0911 0.10 £0.08
Upper leg 0.0359 0.1231 0.1589 0.23+0.10
Lower flank 0.0125 0.1181 0.1306 0.10 £0.07
Butt 0.0116 0.1031 0.1148 0.10+0.08

Heritability estimates derived from the multi-trait analysis on nodule diameter (reported in Table 3)
were within 0.01 of those derived from the initial single-trait analyses (see Table 2). Genetic correlations
between nodule diameters measured at different sites were positive but differed from zero only between the
mid crown and the butt, as well as between the upper leg and the lower flank. No significant differences
from unity were found (P > 0.05), but several genetic correlations were below 0.50. The study therefore
failed to prove conclusively if nodule size measured at the respective sites were the same trait, but some
genetic correlations were lower than expected. It is conceded that studies of this nature would preferably
involve > 1000 observations, but the labour involved in processing a skin manually proved to be too much to
assess more skins. Two recorders working together could process one location on a skin in ~6 minutes,
implying that it took at least a man hour to process a single skin. It was attempted to automate the process
using image analysis (Cloete et al., 2006). However, a lack of contrast on chrome-crusted skins as well as
very shadowy images by the nodules complicated this endeavour. Correlations between nodule diameters
derived from image analysis and those measured directly ranged from 0.12 to 0.59 for the respective
localities. When considering environmental correlations among nodule diameters for the respective sites, it
was evident that these correlations were positive, moderate in size and significant
(P <0.05).

Correlations between nodule density and nodule size are presented in Table 4. Genetic correlations of
nodule density with nodule diameter were negative and moderate to high in magnitude. However, the
estimates were associated with large standard errors, and were significant only at the butt location (P < 0.05).
The genetic correlation was unity in that case. Meyer et al. (2004) found a genetic correlation of -0.72
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between nodule density and nodule size in an unstructured repeatability model analysis across locations.
This genetic correlation seemed to hold some promise with regard to indirect selection for nodule size on live
birds. The outcome of the present study is less optimistic, suggesting that alternative approaches should be
considered. Phenotypic and environmental correlations within locations were negative and significant
(P <0.05), and generally similar in sign and magnitude.

Table 3 (Co)variance rations for nodule diameter measured at different sites on the ostrich skin, as derived
from the multi-trait analysis. Heritability estimates are presented in bold figures on the diagonal, genetic
correlations are above the diagonal and environmental correlations in italics below the diagonal

Location Mid crown Upper leg Lower flank Butt

Mid crown 0.11+£0.08 0.44 +0.33 0.48 £0.41 0.82+0.26
Upper leg 0.47 £0.04 0.24 £0.10 0.81£0.26 0.55+0.30
Lower flank 0.54 +0.03 0.55+0.03 0.09 +0.07 0.32+0.48
Butt 0.55+0.03 0.41+0.04 0.56 £ 0.03 0.11£0.09

Table 4 Genetic, phenotypic and environmental correlations between nodule density and nodule size at
different locations on ostrich skins

Location Genetic correlation Phenotypic correlation Environmental correlation
Neck -0.68 £0.52 -0.37 £ 0.04 -0.35 £ 0.06
Mid crown -0.51+0.36 -0.25+0.04 -0.21+0.07
Upper leg -0.46 £2.27 -0.24 +0.04 -0.25+0.07
Lower flank -0.72 £ 0.40 -0.28 = 0.04 -0.23 +0.06
Butt -1.00 +0.43 -0.23 +£0.05 -0.15+0.07

Some evidence of genetic variation in objectively measured nodule size of ostrich skins was obtained
in this study. However, the derived h? estimates were generally lower than the estimated 0.31 obtained by
Engelbrecht et al. (2005) for subjectively assessed nodule size. The latter study used a resource of sample
skins on a structured 9-point scale to guide the assessor, with scores from 1-3 regarded as poor, 4-6 as
average and 7-9 as good. The procedure of Engelbrecht et al. (2005) was much less time-consuming than the
methods applied in the present study and it is therefore suggested that their procedure be used in future
assessments of nodule size.

The issue of finding an indicator trait for nodule size in live birds remains unresolved. Genetic
correlations with slaughter weight were favourable in the study of Engelbrecht et al. (2005). At 0.64, the
genetic correlation was also of the same magnitude as those estimated for nodule density in the present
study. Further work on this topic is therefore required.

Acknowledgements

The willingness and assistance of the Klein Karoo Co-operative in placing the ostrich skins at our
disposal are acknowledged. We also wish to express our gratitude to the staff of the Klein Karoo
Agricultural Development Centre for establishing the resource of ostrich skins. Hendrien van Schalkwyk,
Reinhardt Biermann and Henri Cloete are also thanked for recording and capturing data for the experiment.

References

Adams, J. & Revell, B.J., 2003. Ostrich farming: — A review and feasibility study of opportunities in the EU.
Website address: http://www.mluri.sari.ac.uk/livestocksystems/feasibility/ostrich.htm.

Bunter, K.L. & Cloete, S.W.P., 2004. Genetic parameters for egg-, chick- and live-weight traits recorded in
farmed ostriches (Struthio camelus). Livest. Prod. Sci. 91, 9-22.

The South African Journal of Animal Science is available online at http://www.sasas.co.za/sajas.asp


http://www.mluri.sari.ac.uk/livestocksystems/feasibility/ostrich.htm

164 South African Journal of Animal Science 2006, 36 (3)
© South African Society for Animal Science

Cloete Jr, S.W.P., Scholtz, A.J., Brand, Z. & Cloete, S.W.P., 2006. A preliminary study on the application of
image analysis for the measurement of eggshell parameters of ostriches. S. Afr. J. Anim. Sci. 36, 155-
159.

Cloete, S.W.P., Van Schalkwyk, S.J. & Brand, Z., 1998. Ostrich breeding — progress towards a scientifically
based strategy. Proc. 2™ Int. Ratite Cong., 21-25 September 1998, Oudtshoorn. pp. 55-62.

Cloete, S.W.P., Van Schalkwyk, S.J., Hoffman, L.C. & Meyer, A., 2004. Effect of age on leather and skin
traits of slaughter ostriches. S. Afr. J. Anim. Sci. 34, 80-86.

Cooper, R.G., 2001. Ostrich (Struthio camelus var. domesticus) skin and leather: A review focused on
southern Africa. World’s Poult. Sci. J. 57, 157-178.

Engelbrecht, A., Cloete, S.W.P. & Van Wyk, J.B., 2005. Parameter estimates for ostrich slaughter and skin
traits. Proc. 3" Int. Ratite Sci. Symp. & XII World Ostrich Cong., 14-16" October 2005. Ed: Carbajo,
E., Madrid, Spain, pp. 121-127.

Gilmour, A.R., Cullis, B.R., Welham, S.J. & Thompson, R., 1999. ASREML — Reference Manual. NSW
Agriculture Biometric Bulletin No. 3. NSW Agriculture, Orange Agricultural Institute, Forest Road,
Orange 2800, NSW, Australia.

Glass, G.V., Peckham, P.D. & Sanders, J.R., 1972. Consequences of failure to meet assumptions underlying
the fixed effects analyses of variance and covariance. In: Review of Educational Research. Vol. 42.
No. 3, pp. 237-288.

Hoffman, L.C., 2005. A review of the research conducted on ostrich meat. Proc. 3™ Int. Ratite Sci. Symp. &
XII World Ostrich Cong., 14-16™ October 2005. Ed: Carbajo, E., Madrid, Spain. pp. 113-120.

Meyer, A., 2003. Behaviour and management of ostriches in relation to skin damage on commercial ostrich
farms. M.Sc. thesis, University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, South Africa.

Meyer, A., Cloete, S.W.P. & Brown, C.R., 2003a. The influence of separate-sex rearing on ostrich behaviour
and skin damage. S. Afr. J. Anim. Sci. 33, 95-104.

Meyer, A., Cloete, S.W.P., Brown, C.R. & Van Schalkwyk, S.J., 2003b. The persistence to slaughter age of
scars resulting from damage inflicted to ostrich skins during the grow-out phase. S. Aftr. J. Anim. Sci.
33, 32-37.

Meyer, A., Cloete, S.W.P., van Wyk, J.B. & van Schalkwyk, S.J., 2004. Is genetic selection for skin nodule
traits of ostriches feasible? S. Afr. J. Anim. Sci. 34 (6 — SASAS Congress), 29-31.

Sales, J., 1999. Slaughter and products. In: The Ostrich — Biology, Production and Health. Ed. Deeming,
D.C., United Kingdom, CABI Publishing, CAB International, Oxon OX10 8 DE. pp. 191-216.

Van Schalkwyk, S.J., Cloete, S.W.P. & De Kock, J.A., 1996. Repeatability and phenotypic correlations for
live weight and reproduction in commercial ostrich breeding pairs. Br. Poult. Sci. 37, 953-962.

Van Schalkwyk, S.J., Cloete, S.W.P., Hoffman, L.C. & Meyer, A., 2005a. Evaluation of subjectively
assessed nodule traits of ostrich skins as influenced by slaughter age. S. Afr. J. Anim. Sci. 35, 48-54.

Van Schalkwyk, S.J., Hoffman, L.C., Cloete, S.W.P. & Mellett, F.D., 2005b. The effect of feed withdrawal
during lairage on meat quality characteristics in ostriches. Meat Sci. 69, 647-651.

The South African Journal of Animal Science is available online at http://www.sasas.co.za/sajas.asp



