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Abstract

Background: Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua) is a species with increasing economic significance for the aquaculture
industry. The genetic improvement of cod will play a critical role in achieving successful large-scale aquaculture.
While many microsatellite markers have been developed in cod, the number of single nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs) is currently limited. Here we report the identification of SNPs from sequence data generated by a large-scale
expressed sequence tag (EST) program, focusing on fish originating from Canadian waters.

Results: A total of 97976 ESTs were assembled to generate 13448 contigs. We detected 4753 SNPs that met our
selection criteria (depth of coverage > 4 reads; minor allele frequency > 25%). 3072 SNPs were selected for testing.
The percentage of successful assays was 75%, with 2291 SNPs amplifying correctly. Of these, 607 (26%) SNPs were
monomorphic for all populations tested. In total, 64 (4%) of SNPs are likely to represent duplicated genes or highly
similar members of gene families, rather than alternative alleles of the same gene, since they showed a high
frequency of heterozygosity. The remaining polymorphic SNPs (1620) were categorised as validated SNPs. The
mean minor allele frequency of the validated loci was 0.258 (+ 0.141). Of the 1514 contigs from which validated
SNPs were selected, 31% have a significant blast hit. For the SNPs predicted to occur in coding regions (141), we
determined that 36% (51) are non-synonymous. Many loci (1033 SNPs; 64%) are polymorphic in all populations
tested. However a small number of SNPs (184) that are polymorphic in the Western Atlantic were monomorphic in

linkage groups and 924 mapped SNPs.

fish tested from three European populations. A preliminary linkage map has been constructed with 23 major

Conclusions: These SNPs represent powerful tools to accelerate the genetic improvement of cod aquaculture.
They have been used to build a genetic linkage map that can be applied to quantitative trait locus (QTL) discovery.
Since these SNPs were generated from ESTs, they are linked to specific genes. Genes that map within QTL intervals
can be prioritized for testing to determine whether they contribute to observed phenotypes.

Background
With many wild Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua) stocks
declining dramatically over the last few decades [1],
aquaculture has become increasingly important as a
means of maintaining a market supply for this species.
Cod aquaculture is currently being developed in several
countries [2], but has not yet reached a sustainable com-
mercial scale [3]. Applying genomics tools in the selec-
tion of elite broodstock has the potential to enhance the
productivity and value of commercial production for
this species [4].

Genetic marker discovery is a necessary first step in
the application of genomics to improve broodstock as
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these markers can be used for the creation of linkage
maps and subsequent QTL identification. Marker
assisted selection (MAS) can then be employed by
selecting broodstock based on genotypes at QTL that
are relevant to economically important traits such as
rapid growth, disease resistance and the control of early
maturation. Currently, a limited collection of genetic
markers is available for Atlantic cod, including restric-
tion fragment length polymorphisms (RFLP), microsatel-
lites and single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) [5-9].
Many of the studies using genetic markers to analyse
population structure in Atlantic cod have employed
microsatellite markers [10-12], and microsatellites have
been used extensively in cod aquaculture [13-15]. In
total, 352 microsatellites have been published to date for
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this species, including a large, new collection of
expressed sequence tag (EST) derived microsatellites [8].
However, SNPs are the most abundant type of DNA
sequence polymorphism, are suitable for high-through-
put genotyping, and provide enhanced possibilities for
genetic and breeding applications, linkage map develop-
ment, assessment of genetic variability and marker
assisted breeding. As a result, SNP discovery pipelines
have been recently developed for many species including
fishes [16-22]. To date, a collection of 318 SNPs has
been identified for Atlantic cod using 17,056 ESTs gen-
erated from a North-East Atlantic cod population, and
these SNPs have been tested on several additional Nor-
wegian cod populations [23]. In total, 174 of these
SNPs, together with 33 microsatellites, have been used
to generate a genetic linkage map for Atlantic cod. This
map comprises 25 linkage groups with an overall length
of 1225 cM, and represents the first reported linkage
map for this species [24].

The Cod Genomics and Broodstock Development Pro-
ject (CGP) recently produced 158,877 expressed
sequence tags (ESTs) [25] using a large number of indi-
viduals and a variety of cDNA libraries, including several
blood, embryonic and larval normalized cDNA libraries.
In the present study, we used this collection of
sequences to identify SNPs. Our EST set was designed
to provide an excellent resource for SNP marker discov-
ery, since it is generated from several cDNA libraries
representing different tissues, with three to 340 indivi-
duals contributing to each library [25]. A pilot study has
already been carried out to determine the quality of
SNPs detected in the CGP EST collection resulting in
the validation of 33 SNPs in two Canadian cod popula-
tions [9]. Many of the SNPs developed were identified
from sequence data with functional annotation poten-
tially allowing the identification of genes contributing
directly to a phenotype.

Putative SNPs identified in this study were subse-
quently validated for polymorphism across a number of
geographically diverse Atlantic cod populations, ranging
from Canada to the North-East Atlantic (Iceland, Nor-
way and Ireland). These SNPs were also tested for Men-
delian segregation in two families, and used to create a
high-density genetic linkage map that can be applied in
QTL analysis to facilitate cod broodstock selection.

Results

Selection of ESTs and contig assembly

ESTs from the CGP collection were generated using
several individuals per library to ensure that a significant
proportion of the genetic diversity present in two Atlan-
tic cod populations was captured. These populations ori-
ginated from Cape Sable (off the southern tip of Nova
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Scotia) and from Bay Bulls, Newfoundland, and indivi-
duals from these collections had been used as parents in
breeding programs based in New Brunswick and New-
foundland respectively. Two main methods were used
for library generation; normalization of cDNA followed
by directional cloning [26,27], with sequencing carried
out from either the 3’ or the 5’ end, and suppressive
subtractive hybridisation (SSH) followed by non-direc-
tional cloning [28,29]. The sequences chosen for auto-
mated SNP discovery originated exclusively from 3’end
sequencing of the normalized libraries, as we expected
to have fewer splicing events on average, and more
opportunity for SNP discovery, in the non-coding 3’
untranslated region. The SSH sequences were not used
in automated SNP discovery due to the limited genetic
diversity within these libraries as each was constructed
using fish from a single family [28,29].

The software package Paracel Transcript Assembler
(PTA) was used to cluster the EST set. This software
groups similar sequences together into clusters, and
then attempts to assemble sequences within a cluster
[30]. Thus clusters comprise two or more sequences,
and can be any combination of 1) one or more contigs
2) two or more singlets or 3) one or more contigs and
one or more singlets. Clustering of the 97976 3’ ESTs
produced 12067 clusters, containing a total of 13448
contigs, and 21746 singlets and singletons, with singlets
being defined as single sequences associated with clus-
ters and singletons corresponding to sequences that are
unique within this EST set. The contigs were used for
SNP discovery. The average number of ESTs that
assembled to form a contig ranged from 2 to 83, with
an average of 5.66 contributing sequences. A total of
6723 contigs contained 4 or more reads.

SNP detection

Searching 13448 contigs using an automated pipeline
based on PolyPhred yielded a total of 170365 predicted
SNPs (Figure 1). To attempt to improve the quality of
the SNPs selected for further analysis, selection criteria
(minimum 4 read coverage, minor allele frequency
(MAF) > 25%) were applied to this initial SNP set to
ensure that the minor allele for all SNPs called was
represented by at least 2 independent sequences. These
criteria were used to reduce selection of false SNPs
caused by sequence miscalling or polymerase errors, and
to favour the selection of SNPs occurring frequently
within the populations under study. Applying our initial
selection criteria to all PolyPhred SNPs yielded 4753
SNPs identified from a total of 2723 contigs. The aver-
age frequency for this set of predicted good quality
SNPs within the contigs used for selection was one per
516 bp.
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Figure 1 SNP selection process for CGP panels 1 and 2.
Flowchart showing the selection criteria by which the 3072 SNPs
were selected for inclusion on two lllumina Golden Gate panels.

Validation of putative SNPs on panel

Out of the pool of 4753 predicted good quality SNPs,
3677 SNPs satisfied the criteria for the Illumina Golden
Gate platform in that they appeared to be bi-allelic, with
100 bp of flanking sequence and more than 60 bp from
a selected neighbouring SNP (Figure 1), and these SNPs
were scored for primer design. Two Golden Gate panels
(CGP Panel 1 and CGP Panel 2), each comprising 1536
SNPs (3072 SNPs total), were created from the best-
scoring SNPs and these were tested against a large num-
ber of Atlantic cod sampled from a number of sites
(multiple populations from Canada, and single collec-
tions from Iceland, Ireland and Norway). Parents and
progeny from two reference families selected from the
CGP breeding program in New Brunswick were also
genotyped to test for non-Mendelian segregation and
for the creation of a genetic linkage map (Table 1).

The success rate for SNP assays was 75% for the two
panels tested, with a total of 781 assays that failed to
give good quality genotypes (Figure 2). From the 2291
successful assays, 607 SNPs (26%) were monomorphic
(i.e. only one SNP variant was identified) in all
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individuals from four Canadian populations that were
tested (Table 1), and therefore are either incorrectly
identified as SNPs, or are rare SNPs within the popula-
tions analysed. The majority of these have a minor allele
represented by two sequences in the contigs from which
they were identified, the minimum allowed by our selec-
tion criteria; only a small number of monomorphic
SNPs have more than 2 reads representing the minor
allele. In total, 1684 SNP assays identified both SNP var-
iants, with at least one individual tested carrying the
predicted minor allele. However, 64 of these SNPs
showed a high proportion of heterozygotes in all indivi-
duals tested (Figure 3), indicating that they might repre-
sent sequence variation between duplicated genes, or
members of closely related gene families, rather than
different alleles from the same gene; the total number of
SNPs predicted as corresponding to bi-allelic loci was
1620 (Figure 2). For the purpose of this study, we define
validated SNPs as those having a value for observed het-
erozygosity greater than zero but lower than 0.9. There-
fore this study has identified 1684 polymorphic SNPs,
with 1620 of these being validated SNPs as we predict
they correspond to a base change at a single position in
the genome. The average observed heterozygosity for
these validated SNPs was 0.332 (+ 0.148) and ranged
from 0.01 to 0.69. The mean MAF among the validated
SNPs was 0.258 (+ 0.141) and ranged from 0.005 to 0.5.
The number of SNPs observed for different MAF ranges
is shown in Figure 4; the results presented represent the
combined results for the four Canadian populations
enrolled in the CGP breeding program, with the Eur-
opean populations excluded from this analysis. The
number of SNPs in different MAF ranges from 0.05 to
0.5 is relatively consistent for these fish, with 141 vali-
dated SNPs having a MAF lower than 0.05, and 169
SNPs with a MAF from 0.45 to 0.5 for example.

SNPs for CGP panel 1 (1536 SNPs) were chosen such
that only one SNP per contig was included. The second
panel selection consisted of various categories of SNPs
chosen based on a prioritized strategy. Initially, SNPs from
remaining contigs not represented on the first panel were
selected. The panel was then completed by selecting SNPs
that are neighbours on the same contig to SNPs that
failed, or were monomorphic, on panel 1, and also SNPs
that were neighbours to successful SNPs on panel 1 (or a
small number of SNPs included on panel 2 which had not
yet been tested) but having a different haplotype. A few
SNPs were selected manually based on contig annotations,
with some of these identified on SSH EST contigs. Thus
the final set of validated SNPs (1620) was selected from
1514 contigs, with several contigs having multiple vali-
dated SNPs. These can be identified in the SNP set as they
have an identical number, but a different suffix, as in
cgpGmo-S177a and S177b for example.
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Table 1 Samples genotyped for this study
Description Breeding program No. of samples Purpose
Cape Sable, Canada NB YC1 23 Population analysis
Bay Bulls, Canada NL YC2 23 Population analysis
Georges Bank Canada NB YC2 23 Population analysis
Smith Sound, Canada NL YC3 23 Population analysis
Akureyri, Iceland 26 Population analysis
Barents Sea, Norway 26 Population analysis
Galway Bay, Ireland 15 Population analysis

Family 33

Family 87

2 parents, 91 progeny Segregation analysis

Linkage mapping
2 parents, 91 progeny Segregation analysis

Linkage mapping

SNP panels 1 &2
3072 SNP assays

} }

Failed assays Successful assays
781 2291

!

Monomorphic for all Polymerphic in at least
individuals tested one individual
607 1684

. y

Predicted alleles Predicted duplicates
1620 64

Figure 2 SNP validation from CGP panels 1 and 2. Flowchart
showing the output resulting from testing of the 3072 selected
SNPs. The 1620 “predicted alleles” correspond to the set of validated
SNPs.
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Figure 3 Observed heterozygosity for polymorphic SNPs in
four Canadian populations. SNPs were grouped into categories
based on their values for observed heterozygosity averaged across
four Canadian populations. All polymorphic SNPs were analysed,
including those with high values for observed heterozygosity
(predicted duplicates). The number of SNPs falling into each
category is shown.

SNPs neighbouring failed panel 1 SNPs had slightly
lower success rate (69%) when compared to other SNP
categories, which ranged from 72 to 79%. Analysis of
the polymorphism of successful panel 2 SNPs showed
that SNPs neighbouring panel 1 failures have a higher
number of polymorphic SNPs (78%) when compared to
the “unique SNPs/contig” category (71%). Two cate-
gories showing the smallest number of polymorphic loci
are the manually picked SNPs (35%) and the neighbours
of monomorphic panel 1 SNPs (47%). Some of the
manually picked SNPs were selected from SSH libraries
which had each been generated from a single family,
and thus this subset may contain a greater proportion of
SNPs which are rare within the population as a whole.

Functional annotation of SNPs
The SNPs in the CGP collection are particularly valu-
able as they are linked to expressed sequences. However,

because a large fraction of the 3’ sequence in which the
SNPs were detected is likely to originate from the 3’
UTR of each transcript, most SNPs were expected to
fall in non-coding regions. This resulted in a relatively
low percentage of sequences for which a function could
be inferred based on sequence similarity. Of the 1514
contigs from which at least one validated SNP was
selected, 474 (31%) had a significant blast hit (e value <
1 ) in the NCBI non-redundant (nr) dataset. In total,
514 SNPs (32%) were associated with sequences having
significant similarity to an entry in the NCBI nr data-
base (Additional file 1).

After analysis based on sequence homology, a subset
of the SNPs identified was found to fall within coding
regions; these SNPs were analysed to determine if sub-
stitutions encoded by the two allelic variants would
result in an amino acid change, i.e, if the substitutions
are non-synonymous or synonymous. Only 9% of
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Figure 4 Minor allele frequency of validated SNPs in four
Canadian populations. SNPs were grouped into categories based
on their minor allele frequency (MAF) averaged across four
Canadian populations. Only the validated SNPs have been included
in this analysis, with the number of SNPs falling into each MAF
category shown.

validated SNPs occur on a known reading frame within
coding regions (i.e. they have similarity with a protein
sequence present in public databanks). Of these 141
SNPs, 90 (64%) were predicted to generate synonymous
substitutions, while 51 (36%) were non-synonymous. For
non-synonymous SNPs, the resulting amino acid
changes are shown in Additional file 1.

Population comparison

We present here a description of SNP characteristics in
several populations of Atlantic cod (Table 1, Additional
file 2). The investigation of cod population structure using
these SNPs in these and additional populations will be
described in detail elsewhere (Bradbury et al., in prepara-
tion). From our analysis, the number of monomorphic loci
varied greatly between the Canadian populations and
more distant populations such as Ireland and Norway. A
large number of loci (1033) are polymorphic in all popula-
tions. As anticipated, the greatest number of mono-
morphic loci from this SNP set is seen in the East Atlantic
populations (Iceland, Ireland and Norway). This is likely
to be due to ascertainment bias rather than a real underly-
ing difference in variability between West and East Atlan-
tic populations, as SNPs were selected based on their
frequent occurrence in Cape Sable and Bay Bulls fish. A
number of SNPs (184) have been identified as putative
diagnostic SNPs as they have the potential for use in dis-
tinguishing between Western and Eastern Atlantic cod
populations, being monomorphic in fish tested from the
Eastern Atlantic cod populations (Iceland, Ireland and
Norway) but polymorphic in Western Atlantic cod popu-
lations (Additional file 3).
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A few of the polymorphic SNPs were not in Hardy
Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) in one or more of the
four Canadian populations tested (Additional file 2). We
determined that 65 of the polymorphic SNPs signifi-
cantly deviate from HWE in all four populations (P <
0.05), and the vast majority of these (64) were screened
out from the set of validated SNPs as they had values
for observed heterozygosity greater than 0.9 and were
not included in further analyses. An additional 136
SNPs show significant deviations from HWE in one
population only, and this is also true for 19 SNPs in two
of the four populations and two SNPs in three of the
four populations tested, however these did not exceed
the numbers of HWE deviating SNPs expected by
chance.

Mendelian inheritance and informativeness of SNPs for
linkage mapping

Segregation patterns of SNPs (Mendelian/non-Mende-
lian) were tested by genotyping the parents and progeny
from 2 CGP families, to ensure that SNPs can be used
reliably for linkage analysis. In each case, patterns of
segregation were assessed in the 91 progeny genotyped
for each family. Different, overlapping sets of SNPs
could be assessed for segregation in each of the two
families. In family B33 it was possible to examine the
inheritance for 858 SNPs, whereas 832 SNPs were infor-
mative in family B87 (Additional file 2). The 64 SNPs
that were predicted to represent differences between
genes (paralogs or members of gene families) were
removed prior to analysis of segregation patterns. Addi-
tional SNPs also showing non-Mendelian inheritance
were screened out prior to generating the linkage groups
used for map generation; ten SNPs for B33 and 26 SNPs
for B87 were excluded at this stage.

Of the 157 SNPs that deviated from HWE in one, two
or three Canadian populations, two failed the test for
Mendalian segregation in both families used for map-
ping (cgpGmo-S1835 and S1962), with a further three
SNPs showing departure from Mendelian segregation in
family B33 but segregating correctly (within the para-
meters allowed for Mendelian inheritance) in B87
(cgpGmo-S1219b, S626a and S2232). However, the
majority of the SNPs in this second category could be
successfully placed on the linkage map.

Generation of a preliminary genetic linkage map for
Atlantic cod

The generation of genomics resources within the CGP
program is tightly integrated with family-based selective
breeding programs based in New Brunswick and New-
foundland. As part of these programs, individual crosses
are generated with known parental contribution, with
the progeny from these crosses reared in separate tanks
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until they reach a suitable size for surgical implantation
of a passive integrated transponder tag. Parents and 91
progeny from each of two independent crosses, families
B33 and B87, were genotyped using the two Illumina
GoldenGate panels described in this study (Table 1)
with the aim of generating a SNP-based genetic linkage
map.

After removal of the loci with highly skewed segrega-
tion ratios (P < 0.005) described earlier, JoinMap°®4 [31]
was used to generate linkage groups of associated loci
for each family independently, and to order loci within
linkage groups to create a preliminary map. For both
families, 23 major linkage groups were generated using
a logarithm (base 10) of odds (LOD) threshold value of
5.0, which is in good agreement with the haploid chro-
mosome number of 23 usually reported for Atlantic cod
[32]. A small number of SNPs that failed to be assigned
to these 23 linkage groups, as well as a few additional
linkage groups generated by JoinMap®4 containing 2-3
loci, were not incorporated in further analyses. Marker
content of linkage groups, and marker order within
those groups, was in good agreement when the maps
for the two families were compared. Therefore, the
family maps were combined to generate a consensus
map using the merge function of JoinMap®4. Marker
order in the final map was confirmed by analysing the
mapping parents for potential double recombinants. The
consensus map produced is shown in Figures 5, 6 and 7,
and contains 924 loci on 23 linkage groups, ranging
from to 41 to 79.5 cM in length, and a total map length
of 1421.92 cM. The number of markers per linkage
group ranges from 23 to 58, with an average of 40.2.

Discussion
Our goal was to develop a large collection of SNP mar-
kers from contigs produced by the CGP. After screening
13448 contigs generated from 97976 ESTs, we identified
4753 SNPs using the criteria of 4 reads minimum and a
MAF > 25%. Assays have been developed for 3072 SNPs
using 465 fish, which were genotyped using a Golden
Gate assay. The success rate for this set of SNP assays
was 75%. The SNPs were assessed for polymorphism by
testing against Canadian and European populations and
it was determined that 26% of SNPs were monomorphic.
A large majority (1610) of the validated polymorphic
SNPs described here are novel. However, on analysis, 10
SNPs in our collection were found to be identical to
SNPs identified independently in a previous study [23].
These SNPs are listed in Additional file 4, with the ori-
ginal names given by Moen and co-authors [23]
together with alternative names used in this study.

The frequency of our set of selected SNPs in Atlantic
cod is 1/516 bp, which is similar to the frequency
reported in Atlantic salmon of 1/614 bp [16]. It is
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somewhat lower than the frequency observed in Oncor-
hynchus keta (chum salmon; 1/175bp) or in Oncor-
hynchus tshawytscha (Chinook salmon; 1/301bp) [33].
SNP identification strategy is likely to play a large role
in the predicted frequency of SNPs within the genome,
but it also might reflect the fact that, in the cases of
Atlantic cod and Atlantic salmon, SNPs have been iden-
tified from fish originating from a more limited number
of populations.

To maximize the detection of real SNPs that were fre-
quently variable in fish enrolled in the CGP breeding
programs, stringent criteria were used to reduce the
likelihood of selection of false or rare SNPs. By selecting
SNPs where the minor allele was represented by at least
two reads, we hoped to generate a set of markers that
would prove useful for gene mapping and parental
assignment. As a consequence, our SNP collection has
been selected to prioritise SNPs that are frequently poly-
morphic in the populations being used for selective
breeding in Atlantic Canada, and in related populations
from Atlantic Canadian waters. Therefore, our set of
SNPs may prove to be less informative for the analysis
of populations with different geographical distribution,
such as populations originating in North-East Atlantic.
The fact that we found 184 SNPs that are polymorphic
in Canadian populations but monomorphic in North-
East Atlantic populations (Additional file 3) is a clear
indication that, due to the ascertainment bias intrinsic
within our selection procedure, our collection of SNPs
may be less informative in characterizing the genetic
structure of European populations. We also anticipate
that our SNP collection contains few rare SNPs because
of the selection criteria employed. These rare alleles can
be useful for the analysis of certain populations since
they may prove to be specific to, and thus diagnostic
for, these populations.

The SNPs developed in the present study add signifi-
cantly to the total number of validated SNPs for Atlantic
cod. In a previous study, Moen and colleagues identified
and validated 318 SNPs [23], however only 10 SNPs
were common between the two studies (Additional file
4). The SNPs described in both analyses have been
detected from EST assemblies and thus are associated
with transcripts. One third of the SNPs were detected
on annotated sequences in our analysis as the ESTs on
which they were detected have a high proportion of
non-coding sequence, whereas in the Norwegian study
87% of the SNPs had a significant BLAST hit. Validation
success was similar in both studies, with the percentage
of failed assays at 29% for Moen et al. [23] and 25% for
our study. The number of polymorphic SNPs as a per-
centage of all putative SNPs tested was found to be 54%
by Moen et al. [23] and 55% in our study (53% for vali-
dated SNPs). The number of monomorphic loci was
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Figure 5 Genetic linkage map for Atlantic cod (linkage groups 1-8). Eight of the 23 major linkage groups are shown. These have been
arbitrarily numbered CGP1-8 based on the order generated by JoinMap®4, and to distinguish them from the linkage groups generated by Moen
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Figure 6 Genetic linkage map for Atlantic cod (linkage groups 9-16). Eight of the 23 major linkage groups are shown. These have been
arbitrarily numbered CGP9-16 based on the order generated by JoinMap®4, and to distinguish them from the linkage groups generated by
Moen and colleagues [24]. Distances in centimorgans are indicated on the left of each linkage group, with SNP identifiers on the right.
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Figure 7 Genetic linkage map for Atlantic cod (linkage groups 17-23). Seven of the 23 major linkage groups are shown. These have been

\

arbitrarily numbered CGP17-23 based on the order generated by JoinMap®4, and to distinguish them from the linkage groups generated by
Moen and colleagues [24]. Distances in centimorgans are indicated on the left of each linkage group, with SNP identifiers on the right.

slightly higher in our study than found by Moen et al.
[23]. The majority (91%) of predicted SNPs that were
found to be monomorphic in the present study have
their minor allele represented by 2 reads only. We
anticipate that these fall into two categories; 1) SNPs
that are rare within the populations tested, and therefore
polymorphism at these loci exists but was not observed
in the sample set tested, and 2) incorrect SNP

predictions. This emphasizes the need for stringent
selection criteria and also that validation of SNPs is a
necessary step to establish the accuracy of markers.

The libraries from which the sequences used in the
assembly were generated, and thus from which SNPs
were identified, were created using tissue from fish ori-
ginating from collections from Nova Scotia (Cape Sable)
and Newfoundland (Bay Bulls), Canada. By testing these
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SNPs against more eastern populations such as Ireland,
Iceland and Norway, we have shown that they are also
informative as markers across more geographic distant
populations. Some SNPs (184) were found to be poly-
morphic only in all Canadian populations, and therefore
have the potential for use as traceability markers.

By genotyping two reference families, SNPs were
checked for Mendelian segregation. The 64 SNPs that
were removed from the validated set showed a signifi-
cant departure from Mendelian segregation; they are
more likely to occur on paralogous genes than to repre-
sent alleles since both parents and progeny were hetero-
zygous. This is not uncommon when identifying SNPs
in fish. In most studies around 2-4% of validated SNPs
are assumed to be duplication SNPs [23] except for sal-
mon where 14% of SNPs were scored as heterozygotes
in all individuals tested [16]. However, in addition to the
set of SNPs predicted to occur on duplicated genome
segments, several additional SNPs show non-Mendelian
segregation patterns in the two families tested. Also,
four SNPs, two in family B33 and two in B87, appear to
be duplicates in one family, but segregate in the other
family, which could be indicative of either selective
forces acting differently upon those families or, more
likely, complex patterns of gene duplication and
divergence.

Most of the SNPs described here are predicted to fall
within non-coding sequence. This is expected in our
dataset as all of the ESTs used in SNP identification
were sequenced from the 3’ direction, and thus the
majority of each sequence is likely to represent the
3’untranslated region. Nevertheless, a minority of the
SNPs identified here are predicted to occur in coding
regions. The remaining SNPs are either in non-coding
sequence, or on contigs with no significant sequence
similarity. For the SNPs found in coding regions, only a
subset of the polymorphism will result in a variation in
the amino acid sequence of the encoded protein (i.e. the
non-synonymous substitutions). SNP studies have
reported a higher number of synonymous SNPs (sSNPs)
when compared to non-synonymous SNPs (nsSNPs); the
variation at non-synonymous sites has the potential to
be associated with deleterious mutations. A higher num-
ber of sSNPs is usually observed, and this is likely to be
the result of evolutionary constraints preferentially elim-
inating variation at non-synonymous sites. For example,
80% of SNPs identified in coding regions in chicken [34]
are synonymous compared to 71% for Schistosoma man-
soni [35], 68% for Anopheles funestus [36], 60% for zeb-
rafish [37], and 55% for rat [38]. An even higher
frequency of sSNPs has been detected in Salmo salar
(82%) [16]. We found that the frequency of sSNP in
Atlantic cod (64%) is intermediate to that reported for
other species.
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A preliminary linkage map has been constructed using
the SNPs presented here. This map has been generated
using the cross-pollination (CP) parameter set of Join-
Map4® [31], which is applicable to crosses generated
from wild individuals taken from an outbred population,
and has also been used to generate maps from a small
number of crosses in other species [39,40]. Independent
maps were created from the two families B33 and B87,
which gave the same number of major linkage groups
(23) and a similar overall marker order. Maps generated
from these two families were merged to give the con-
sensus map shown in Figures 5, 6 and 7. Preliminary
analysis of additional families on a second-generation
SNP panel (results not shown) gives additional support
to this consensus map.

Prior to this analysis, Moen and colleagues [24]
described an integrated genetic linkage map for Atlantic
cod. This map was constructed using both SNPs and
microsatellites, and comprises 25 linkage groups with
207 mapped markers in total. Unfortunately, it is not cur-
rently possible to cross-reference the linkage groups pre-
sented in this report with the groups generated in the
present study, as too few markers are common between
the different maps. We are currently in the process of
map refinement, with the aim of adding further families
and incorporating a large number of the published
microsatellite markers available for Atlantic cod, which
should allow integration of these two mapping efforts.

We can generate separate male and female maps for
most of the genome of Atlantic cod using the two
families genotyped on the two SNP panels described
here. The majority of the linkage groups in the consen-
sus map could be identified in sex-specific maps, how-
ever these maps are less dense and, due to their bi-
allelic nature, only a few informative SNPs are common
between maps created with a single individual, making
the merging of maps problematic. However, although
there appears to be a significant difference in the recom-
bination rates between male and female Atlantic cod
[24], this has not prevented construction of an inte-
grated map both here and in the previous study [24].

This large collection of SNPs for Atlantic cod should
prove of great utility for both the aquaculture industry,
and for the management of wild fisheries. As improved
automated genotyping systems have been developed,
SNPs have become important markers for commercial
diagnostics and parental genotyping applications. Due to
lower individual information content, a higher number
of SNPs is required for parental assignment [41] when
compared to the microsatellite marker approach that is
the current industry standard. In pigs, comparable par-
ental exclusion probabilities have been achieved when
using a panel of 60 SNPs or a 10 microsatellite marker
panel, but the SNP panel was more sensitive for
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individual identification [42]. In cattle, panels of 32 and
37 highly informative SNPs were powerful enough to
distinguish progeny from multibreed composite popula-
tions [41,43]. To develop a powerful SNP panel for cod
parental assignment, SNPs selected for inclusion in that
panel should have a high MAF within the families sub-
ject to analysis [41]. In total, 332 SNP markers devel-
oped by the CGP have a MAF higher than 0.4 (Figure
4). We have selected a subset of these SNPs to develop
a SNP panel for use in relatedness analysis, parental
assignment and product traceability applications within
the cod aquaculture industry. It should also be possible
to apply this large marker set to increase the resolution
of population structuring within wild populations of
Atlantic cod, and to better monitor the genetic diversity
within populations that are being actively fished.

The SNP collection presented here has been completed
in parallel with the development of a 20000 feature, oli-
gonucleotide microarray. In the CGP microarray, 1391
features have a validated SNP marker, which will lead to
the association of features showing interesting transcrip-
tional responses with QTL intervals, potentially providing
useful tools for MAS. For example, cgpGmo-S1123 is
located in the sequence coding for 3-oxo-5-beta-steroid
4-dehydrogenase (AKR1D1). This gene belongs to the
Aldo-keto reductase family 1, member D1 and catalyzes
the reduction of progesterone, androstenedione, 17-
alpha-hydroxyprogesterone and testosterone to 5-beta-
reduced metabolites, as well as playing a role in bile acid
biosynthesis [44]. This gene is of great interest for its role
in sexual maturation, and MAS for selected variants can
potentially be developed using the associated SNP.

The SNPs described here have been derived from
ESTs, and thus can provide anchor points for more
extensive comparative genomic analyses. A second gen-
eration SNP array (1536 SNPs) has now been created by
selecting SNPs from these two initial panels (CGP
panels 1 and 2) to produce a third Golden Gate panel
comprising validated, polymorphic SNPs (CGP panel 3).
This is currently being used for QTL detection.

Conclusions

We present an extensive resource of SNP markers for
Atlantic cod, Gadus morhua. The SNPs have been vali-
dated across a panel comprising several populations of
wild cod, and using two family crosses. This large col-
lection of SNPs will be valuable for developing diagnos-
tic assays to distinguish between cod populations, as
well as producing tools useful for the aquaculture indus-
try. A dense genetic linkage map has been constructed
using these SNP markers and will provide a valuable
resource for QTL discovery and MAS.
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Methods

EST libraries, clustering, contig assembly and annotation
The creation and the sequencing of the Atlantic Cod
Genomics and Broodstock Development Project (CGP)
EST libraries have been described in detail elsewhere
[25]. Libraries were derived from fish taken from popu-
lations originating from Eastern Canada (Cape Sable, NS
and Bay Bulls, NL) that were also enrolled in two breed-
ing programs located at the Huntsman Marine Science
Centre, NB and the Joe Brown Aquaculture Research
Building, Ocean Sciences Centre, Memorial University,
NL, respectively. Samples for library generation were
taken from multiple tissues from adult fish from either
1) the same collection as fish enrolled in the breeding
programs, 2) from parents of family fish, 3) from F1
juveniles produced by the breeding programs. ESTs
used for SNP identification were generated from nor-
malized ¢cDNA libraries that were directionally cloned
into the vector pDNA-LIB (Clontech, Mountain View,
CA) and were sequenced from the 3’ end of the tran-
script. The clustering process by which contigs were
generated for SNP prediction has been described in
detail previously [9].

All EST sequences used in this study have been
deposited in GenBank [25]. Annotated sequences are
also available from the project database at http://ri.imb.
nrc.ca/codgene.

SNP detection

Automatic SNP detection has been described in detail
previously [9]. Contigs generated from the clustering
process were searched for SNPs using PolyPhred [45].
Output files generated by PolyPhred were parsed using
a custom Perl script to extract information regarding
location of putative SNPs, read coverage at the SNP
position, and the proportion of contributing sequences
with each sequence variant. SNPs detected by PolyPhred
were filtered for quality by selecting SNPs with a mini-
mum of 4 read coverage at the SNP position and a
MAF greater than 25%. This ensures that at least two
individual reads must have the minor allele for a contig
containing 4 reads. These criteria were designed to max-
imise the selection of frequently polymorphic SNPs, and
to reduce the risk of selecting false SNPs due to sequen-
cing errors. Further refinement of SNP selection was
performed to accommodate the requirements of the
[lumina GoldenGate SNP genotyping platform. SNPs
with less than 100 bp of flanking sequence on either
side, or within 60 bp of another selected SNP, were
removed from consideration (Figure 1). In addition, only
bi-allellic SNPs were selected for GoldenGate assay

genotyping.
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Validation of putative SNPs on panel
In total, 5 x 96 well plates of selected DNA samples
were genotyped using the two Illumina Golden Gate
panels. Two plates consisted of two references families,
B33 and B87 with two parents and 91 progeny. The
three remaining plates consisted of wild cod popula-
tions. In total, seven populations of Atlantic cod were
genotyped for this study, with an average of 23 fish gen-
otyped per population. The geographic location of col-
lections covers the North Atlantic with a more detailed
sampling for Atlantic Canadian populations. DNA
extraction methods have been described previously [46].
In summary, fin clips or muscle tissue samples were
taken and placed in 95% ethanol. DNA was extracted
using the Qiagen DNAeasy 96 extraction kit (Qiagen,
Mississauga, ON). The kit protocol utilizes a buffer con-
taining proteinase K to lyse the tissue. The lysate was
loaded onto a plate where the DNA binds to a silica
membrane in the presence of chaotropic salt. Proteins
and other contaminants were washed from the bound
DNA using wash buffers and centrifugation. DNA was
then eluted in water.

High-throughput genotyping was performed at the
McGill/Genome Quebec Innovation Centre using the
GoldenGate assay.

SNP annotation

For sequences where SNPs were detected, the consensus
sequence for each contig was compared to the NCBI nr
database using BLASTX [47], with a value of 1 x e0?
used as the cutoff to determine significance. All SNPs
that were determined to be polymorphic after testing
have been deposited in the GenBank SNP database
under accession numbers ss131570222 to ss131571915
(Additional file 2). Sequences, and their associated anno-
tation using both BLASTX and AutoFACT [48], can
also be accessed via the CGP database http://ri.imb.nrc.
ca/codgene.

Identification of synonymous and non-synonymous SNPs
The procedure for determining a SNP as synonymous or
non-synonymous is outlined in Hubert et al., 2009 [9].
Briefly, each contig consensus was compared against the
NCBI protein database using BLASTX to establish a
reading frame in which to assess synonymous or non-
synonymous status. For those SNPs within regions of
similarity, the consensus sequence was translated for
each SNP allele and the resulting amino acid sequences
were then compared to determine whether the SNP was
synonymous or non-synonymous.

Analysis of Atlantic cod populations
Loci deviating from Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium
(HWE) were identified in each of four Canadian
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populations of Atlantic cod. This was assessed separately
in each population using Hardy-Weinberg exact tests
calculated using GenePop v4.0 [49]. Loci with calculated
P-values less than 0.05 were considered to deviate from
HWE in that population (Additional file 2).

Genetic linkage map construction
The genetic linkage map was constructed using Join-
Map®4. Genotypes for progeny generated through the
Illumina GoldenGate platform were converted to CP
codes based on parental genotypes. Each cross was
examined separately, with segregation ratios analysed for
all loci, and those which showed abnormal segregation
as determined using a chi-square goodness of fit test
were removed (P < 0.005). Markers were then associated
within linkage groups using the group function of Join-
Map®4, using a LOD cut-off value of 5.0 or greater.
Marker orders within linkage groups were determined
and map distances calculated using Haldane’s mapping
function. Maps generated independently for the two
families were compared, and a 1:1 correspondence
between linkage groups confirmed. The corresponding
groups from the two families were combined using the
JoinMap®4 merge function, and a consensus map gener-
ated. This map was generated from the first round of
JoinMap°®4, which integrates markers that score highly
for goodness-of-fit; no attempt was made to force addi-
tional loci with a reduced goodness-of-fit into the map.
The marker order from the merged map generated
was used to check maps generated individually for the
four contributing parents to identify suspicious double
recombinants that would indicate potential errors in the
marker order. This was performed using the “Create
Maternal and Paternal Population Nodes” function of
JoinMap°4, followed by the generation of linkage group-
specific maps for markers informative in each parent.
The marker order in the merged map was retained in
the parental maps by inputting this as a fixed order to
direct map generation, with progeny then analysed to
detect double recombination events.

Additional file 1: Automated annotation of SNP-containing contigs
and amino acid substitutions for non-synonymous SNPs. This
includes best hit in the NCBI nr database together with the bit score and
e-value, and alternative amino acids for any SNPs resulting in non-
synonymous substitutions.

Click here for file

[ http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-11-
191-S1.XLS]

Additional file 2: Properties of selected SNPs for which a functional
assay was developed. This includes SNP accession numbers, observed
and expected heterozygosity, minor allele frequency, tests for departure
from HWE and Mendelian segregation.

Click here for file

[ http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-11-
191-S2.XLS]
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Additional file 3: Atlantic cod SNPs polymorphic in Atlantic Canada
but monomorphic in the eastern Atlantic. List of SNPs that were
monomorphic in the eastern Atlantic (Iceland, Ireland and Norway) but
polymorphic in Atlantic Canadian populations of cod.

Click here for file

[ http//www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-11-
191-S3.XLS]

Additional file 4: Previously published SNPs. Names of previously
published SNPs together with any alternative names for these SNPs that
were used in this study.

Click here for file

[ http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-11-

191-54.XLS]

Acknowledgements

This research was supported in part by Genome Canada, Genome Atlantic
and the Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency through the Atlantic Cod
Genomics and Broodstock Development Project. A complete list of
supporting partners can be found at http://www.codgene.ca/partners.php.
We thank Jillian Tarrant Bussey for her help with text editing, Johan Van
Ooijen for advice on linkage mapping, and lan Bradbury and Paul Bentzen,
Dalhousie University, for useful discussions. We would like to thank all
individuals who provided tissue samples for this study. We are also grateful
to Marie-Catherine Tessier and colleagues at the Genome Quebec and
McGill University Innovation Centre for high-throughput genotyping and for
the comments and suggestions of the three anonymous reviewers.

Author details

"The Atlantic Genome Centre, Halifax, NS, B3H 371, Canada. 2Departmen‘[
des Sciences, Universite Sainte Anne, Pointe-de-I'Eglise, NS, BOW TMO,
Canada.

Authors’ contributions

SH performed the initial selection of SNPs for inclusion in this study,
analysed the data from the SNP panels and co-wrote the paper. BH was
involved in the initial selection of SNPs for inclusion in this study, wrote
custom Perl scripts which were used for SNP selection and analysis and was
involved in drafting the paper. TB assisted with the analysis of cod
populations and with generation of the genetic linkage map and helped
with the drafting of the final versions of the paper. SB was responsible for
the conceptualization, design and implementation of the SNP identification
and analysis program, generated the genetic linkage map, and co-wrote the
paper. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Received: 14 December 2009 Accepted: 22 March 2010
Published: 22 March 2010

References

1. Rose GA: Cod: The ecological history of the North Atlantic fisheries.
Breakwater Books, St. John's, Newfoundland 2007.

2. Rosenlund G, Skretting M: Worldwide status and perspective on gadoid
aquaculture. ICES Journal of Marine Science 2006, 63:194-197.

3. Brown JA, Minkoff G, Puvanendran V: Larviculture of Atlantic cod (Gadus
morhua): progress, protocols and problems. Aquaculture 2003,
227:357-372.

4. Gjedrem T: Genetic improvement of coldwater fish species. Aquaculture
Research 2000, 31:25-33.

5. Pogson GH, Mesa KA, Boutilier RG: Genetic population structure and gene
flow in the Atlantic cod Gadus morhua : a comparison of allozyme and
nuclear RFLP loci. Genetics 1995, 139:375-385.

6. Delghandi M, Wesmajervi MS, Mennen S, Nilsen F: Development of twenty
sequence-tagged microsatellites for the Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua L.).
Conservation Genetics 2008, 9(5):1395-1398.

7. Delghandi M, Wesmajervi MS, Tafese T, Nilsen F: Twenty-three novel
microsatellite markers developed from Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua L.
expressed sequence tags. Journal of Fish Biology 2008, 73(2):444-449.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

Page 13 of 14

Higgins B, Hubert S, Simpson G, Stone C, Bowman S: Characterization of
155 EST-derived microsatellites and validation for linkage mapping.
Molecular Ecology Resources 2009, 9(3):733-737.

Hubert S, Tarrant Bussey J, Higgins B, Curtis BA, Bowman S: Development
of single nucleotide polymorphism markers for Atlantic cod (Gadus
morhua) using expressed sequences. Aquaculture 2009, 296(1-2):7-14.
Ruzzante DE, Taggart CT, Cook D, Goddard S: Genetic differentiation
between inshore and offshore Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua) off
Newfoundland: Microsatellite DNA variation and antifreeze level.
Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 1996, 53:634-645.
Bentzen P, Taggart CT, Ruzzante DE, Cook D: Microsatellite polymorphism
and the population structure of Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua) in the
northwest Atlantic. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 1996,
53:2706-2721.

Jakobsdottir KB, Jorundsdottir OD, Skirnisdottir S, Hjorleifsdottir S,
Hreggviosson GO, Danielsdottir AK, Pampoulie C: Nine new polymorphic
microsatellite loci for the amplification of archived otolith DNA of
Atlantic cod, Gadus morhua L. Molecular Ecology Notes 2006, 6:337-339.
Delghandi M, Mortensen A, Westgaard JI: Simultaneous analysis of six
microsatellite markers in Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua): a novel multiplex
assay system for use in selective breeding studies. Marine Biotechnology
2003, 5(2):141-148.

Herlin M, Delghandi M, Wesmajervi M, Taggart JB, McAndrew BJ,

Penman DJ: Analysis of the parental contribution to a grou of fry from a
single day of spawning from a commercial Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua)
breeding tank. Aquaculture 2008, 274:218-224.

Herlin M, Taggart JB, McAndrew BJ, Penman DJ: Parentage allocation in a
complex situation: A large commercial Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua)
mass spawning tank. Aquaculture 2007, 27251:5195-5203.

Hayes B, Laerdahl JK, Lien S, Moen T, Berg P, Hindar K, Davidson WS,
Koop BF, Adzhubei A, Hoyheim B: An extensive resource of single
nucleotide polymorphism markers associated with Atlantic salmon
(Salmo salar) expressed sequences. Aquaculture 2007, 265(1-4):82-90.
Cenadelli S, Maran V, Bongioni G, Fusetti L, Parma P, Aleandri R:
Identification of nuclear SNPs in gilthead seabream. Journal of Fish
Biology 2007, 70:399-405.

He C, Chen L, Simmons M, Li P, Kim S, Liu ZJ: Putative SNP discovery in
interspecific hybrids of catfish by comparative EST analysis. Anim Genet
2003, 34(6):445-448.

Stickney HL, Schmutz J, Woods |G, Holtzer CC, Dickson MC, Kelly PD,
Myers RM, Talbot WS: Rapid mapping of zebrafish mutations with SNPs
and oligonucleotide microarrays. Genome Res 2002, 12(12):1929-1934.
Ryynanen HJ, Primmer CR: Single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP)
discovery in duplicated genomes: intron-primed exon-crossing (IPEC) as
a strategy for avoiding amplification of duplicated loci in Atlantic
salmon (Salmo salar) and other salmonid fishes. BMC Genomics 2006,
7:192.

Wang S, Sha Z, Sonstegard TS, Liu H, Xu P, Somridhivej B, Peatman E,
Kucuktas H, Liu Z: Quality assessment parameters for EST-derived SNPs
from catfish. BMC Genomics 2008, 9:450.

Wang S, Peatman E, Abernathy J, Waldbieser G, Lindquist E, Richardson P,
Lucas S, Wang M, Li P, Thimmapuram J, Liu L, Vullaganti D, Kucuktas H,
Murdock C, Small BC, Wilson M, Liu H, Jiang Y, Lee Y, Chen F, Lu J,

Wang W, Xu P, Somridhivej B, Baoprasertkul P, Quilang J, Sha Z, Bao B,
Wang Y, Wang Q, Takano T, Nandi S, Liu S, Wong L, Kaltenboeck L,
Quiniou S, Bengten E, Miller N, Trant J, Rokhsar D, Liu Z, Consortium CG:
Assembly of 500,000 inter-specific catfish expressed sequence tags and
large scale gene-associated marker development for whole genome
association studies. Genome Biology 2010, 11:R8.

Moen T, Hayes B, Nilsen F, Delghandi M, Fjalestad KT, Fevolden SE, Berg PR,
Lien S: Identification and characterisation of novel SNP markers in
Atlantic cod: evidence for directional selection. BMC Genetics 2008, 9:18.
Moen T, Delghandi M, Wesmajervi MS, Westgaard JI, Fjalestad KT: A SNP/
microsatellite genetic linkage map of the Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua).
Anim Genet 2009.

Bowman S, Hubert S, Higgins B, Stone C, Kimball J, Borza T, Tarrant

Bussey J, Simpson G, Kozera C, Curtis BA, Hall JR, Hori TS, Feng CY, Rise M,
Booman M, Gamperl AK, Trippel E, Symonds J, Johnson SC, Rise M: An
integrated approach to gene discovery and marker development in
Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua). Marine Biotechnology.


http://www.codgene.ca/partners.php
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7705638?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7705638?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7705638?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12876649?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12876649?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12876649?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14687075?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14687075?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12466297?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12466297?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16872523?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16872523?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16872523?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16872523?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18826589?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18826589?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20096101?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20096101?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20096101?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18302786?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18302786?dopt=Abstract

Hubert et al. BMC Genomics 2010, 11:191
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/11/191

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

Bonaldo MF, Lennon G, Soares MB: Normalization and subtraction: two

approaches to facilitate gene discovery. Genome Research 1996, 6:791-806.

Zhulidov PA, Bogdanova EA, Schcheglov AS, Vagner LL, Khaspekov GL,
Kozhemyako VB, Matz MV, Meleshkevitch E, Moroz LL, Lukyanov SA,
Shagin DA: Simple cDNA normalization using kamchatcka crab duplex-
specific nuclease. Nucleic Acids Res 2004, 32(3).e37.

Rise ML, Hall J, Rise M, Hori T, Gamperl AK, Kimball J, Hubert S, Bowman S,
Johnson SC: Functional genomic analysis of the response of Atlantic cod
(Gadus morhua) spleen to the viral mimic polyriboinosinic
polyribocytidylic acid (plC). Dev Comp Immunol 2008, 32(8):916-931.
Feng CY, Johnson SC, Hori T, Rise M, Hall JR, Gamperl AK, Hubert S,
Kimball J, Bowman S, Rise ML: Identification and analysis of differentially
expressed genes in immune tissues of Atlantic cod stimulated with
formalin-killed atypical Aeromonas salmonicida. Physiological Genomics
2009, 37:149-163.

Paracel: PTA: Paracel transcript assembler user manual. Paracel, Inc,
Pasadena, CA 2002.

Van Ooijen JW: JoinMap 4, Software for the calculation of genetic
linkage maps in experimental populations. Kyazma, B. V. Wageningen,
Netherlands 2006.

Fan Z, Fox DP: Robertsonian polymorphism in plaice, Pleuronectes
platessa L., and cod, Gadus morhua L. (Pisces Pleuronectiformes and
Gadiformes). Journal of Fish Biology 1991, 38:635-640.

Smith CT, Elfstrom CM, Seeb LW, Seeb JE: Use of sequence data from
rainbow trout and Atlantic salmon for SNP detection in Pacific salmon.
Molecular Ecology 2005, 14:4193-4203.

Kim H, Schmidt CJ, Decker KS, Emara MG: A double-screening method to
identify reliable candidate non-synonymous SNPs from chicken EST
data. Anim Genet 2003, 34(4):249-254.

Simoes M, Bahia D, Zerlotini A, Torres K, Artiguenave F, Neshich G, Kuser P,
Oliveira G: Single nucleotide polymorphisms identification in expressed
genes of Schistosoma mansoni. Mol Biochem Parasitol 2007,
154(2):134-140.

Wondji CS, Hemingway J, Ranson H: Identification and analysis of single
nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) in the mosquito Anopheles funestus,
malaria vector. BMC Genomics 2007, 8:5.

Guryev V, Koudijs MJ, Berezikov E, Johnson SL, Plasterk RH, van Eeden FJ,
Cuppen E: Genetic variation in the zebrafish. Genome Research 2006,
16(4):491-497.

Guryev V, Berezikov E, Malik R, Plasterk RH, Cuppen E: Single nucleotide
polymorphisms associated with rat expressed sequences. Genome Res
2004, 14(7):1438-1443.

Spigler RB, Lewers KS, Main DS, Ashman T-L: Genetic mapping of sex
determination in a wild strawberry, Fragaria virginiana, reveals earliest
form of sex chromosome. Heredity 2008, 101:507-517.

Tani N, Takahashi T, lwata H, Mukai Y, Ujino-lhara T, Matsumoto A,
Yoshimura K, Yoshimaru H, Murai M, Nagasaka K, Tsumura Y: A consensus
linkage map for Sugi (Cryptomeria japonica) from two pedigrees, based
on microsatellites and expressed sequence tags. Genetics 2003,
165:1551-1568.

Werner FAO, Durstewitz G, Habermann FA, Thaller G, Kramer W, Kollers S,
Buitkamp J, Georges M, Brem G, Mosner J, Fries R: Detection and
characterization of SNPs used for identity control and parentage testing
in major European dairy breeds. Animal Genetics 2004, 35(1):44-49.
Rohrer GA, Freking BA, Nonneman D: Single nucleotide polymorphisms
for pig identification and parentage exclusion. Animal Genetics 2007,
38:253-258.

Heaton MP, Harhay GP, Bennett GL, Stone RT, Grosse WM, Casas E,

Keele JW, Smith TP, Chitko-McKown CG, Laegreid WW: Selection and use
of SNP markers for animal identification and paternity analysis in U.S.
beef cattle. Mammalian Genome 2002, 13(5):272-281.

Palermo M, Marazzi MG, Hughes BA, Stewart PM, Clayton PT,

Shackleton CHL: Human delta4-3-oxosteroid 5beta-reductase (AKR1D1)
deficiency and steroid metabolism. Steroids 2008, 73:417-423.

Nickerson DA, Tobe VO, Taylor SL: PolyPhred: automating the detection
and genotyping of single nucleotide substitutions using fluorescence-
based resequencing. Nucleic Acids Res 1997, 25(14):2745-2751.

Bowman S, Higgins B, Stone C, Kozera C, Curtis BA, Tarrant Bussey J,
Kimball J, Verheul H, Johnson SC: Generation of genomics resources for
Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua): progress and plans. Bulletin of the
Aquaculture Association of Canada 2007, 105:24-30.

47.

48.

49.

Page 14 of 14

Altschul SF, Gish W, Miller W, Myers EW, J LD: Basic local alignment search
tool. Journal of Molecular Biology 1990, 5:403-410.

Koski LB, Gray MW, Lang BF, Burger G: AutoFACT: an automatic functional
annotation and classification tool. BMC Bioinformatics 2005, 6:151.

Rousset F: GenePop ‘007: a complete reimplementation of the GenePop
software for windows and Linux. Molecular Ecology Notes 2008, 8:103-106.

doi:10.1186/1471-2164-11-191

Cite this article as: Hubert et al: Development of a SNP resource and a
genetic linkage map for Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua). BMC Genomics
2010 11:191.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of:

e Convenient online submission

* Thorough peer review

¢ No space constraints or color figure charges

¢ Immediate publication on acceptance

¢ Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

¢ Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

( BioMed Central



http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8889548?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8889548?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14973331?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14973331?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18325588?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18325588?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18325588?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19240301?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19240301?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19240301?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16262869?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16262869?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12873212?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12873212?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12873212?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17568698?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17568698?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17204152?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17204152?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17204152?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16533913?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15231757?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15231757?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18797475?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18797475?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18797475?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14668402?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14668402?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14668402?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14731229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14731229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14731229?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17433014?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17433014?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12016516?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12016516?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12016516?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18243262?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18243262?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9207020?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9207020?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9207020?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15960857?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15960857?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Selection of ESTs and contig assembly
	SNP detection
	Validation of putative SNPs on panel
	Functional annotation of SNPs
	Population comparison
	Mendelian inheritance and informativeness of SNPs for linkage mapping
	Generation of a preliminary genetic linkage map for Atlantic cod

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Methods
	EST libraries, clustering, contig assembly and annotation
	SNP detection
	Validation of putative SNPs on panel
	SNP annotation
	Identification of synonymous and non-synonymous SNPs
	Analysis of Atlantic cod populations
	Genetic linkage map construction

	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	References

