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les verrats et les cochons
u) Une couenne plus !;gj“ra dans la moitié gauche des 4 verrats abattus
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Left sides from seven Large White boars (Three of which were

Slaughtered at pork weight, 120 1b. livewe

200 1b, liveweight) and seven Large White castrated pigs of comparable
weights were quantitatively evaluated for fat, moisture. protei

Skin and bone, and organcleptically evaluated for tai

from the castrated animals were fatter than those from the boars. but

\d one, <Ythe sides fx .con weigh
boars contained more skin than those fron 1e castrated litter mates,
On a fat-free basis there was no difference between boars tes
except that there was more skin in the boar sides at bacon wei . Nitrogen

I‘fJ

' on a fat=free basis was

ound to inerease from pork to bacon weight., The
amount of "muscle" (cut or side on a fat, bone and skin-f'ree be
legs vXpressed as a percentage of the total "muscle" he respective sides
Was greater by about one per cent in those from the castrated sides than in
those from the boar sides., The amount of bone (as a percentac f the total
bone in the respective sides) in the sl

by about one per cent than that in the shoulders of the castrates

leptic evaluation of loin chops from the right

undesirable taint in boar carcases
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Present address ;- Animal Science Department, Purdue University, Lafayette,

Indiana, U.S.A,
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Linke Seiten von

120 1b, Lebendgewicht und vier zu 200 1b, Lebendgewicht geschlachtet
wurden) und sieben Large White ¥ Gewichts,
t,

wurden flir Fett, Feuchtigkei und Knochen

quantitativ und flir Verdorbenheit organoleptisch ausgewertet,
Die Seiten von den Kastraten enthielten mehr Fett als jene von den

Ebern, hatten aber wenige

u weniger Knochen, Die

Seiten von den zum grBsseren Gewichte geschlachteten Ebern enthielten
mehr Schwarte als jene von Kastraten Tracht, Auf einer
fettfreien Basis war kein Unterschied ern und Kastraten,

mit der Ausnahme, dass es an den Seiten von den zum grbsseren Gewichte

geschlachteten Ebern mehr Schwarte ga ff auf einer
fettfreien Basis nahm vom kleineren bis zum gr¥sseren Gewicht zu,

Der "Muskelanteil" (Fleischstlick oder Seite auf einer fett-, knochen-
und schwartenfreien Basis) in den Beinen, als Prozent des gesamten

"Muskels" in den betreffen Seiten

jar um ca, 1%
grbsser in jenen von den Kastraten als in jenen von den Ebern,

Der Knochenanteil (als Prozent des gesamten Knochens in den
betreffenden Seiten ausgedrlickt) in den Schultern der Eber war um
cas 1% gr8sser als in den Schultern der Kastraten, Organoleptische
Auswertung der Lendenstlicke von den rechten Seiten hat keine

unerwlinschte Verdorbenheit in den EberkBrpern entdeckt.,

* Gegenwartige Adresse:- Animal Science Department, Purdue University,
Lafayette, Indiana, U,S.A,
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APPENDIX 11

Avera ge ]
composition of

the shoulder

Composition- ofqashoulder

Percentage

"

"

Composition of

fat
moisture
protein
ash

skin

bone

fat—free

Percentage

MRt gk s Xl 3 s £
vomposivion ol

shoulder

moisture

protein
ash
skin

bone

shoulder

Percentage

n

Significance levels:
2. Standard error expressed as a percentage of the mean of the

PN

has been made for the fact tha '!u’ re were itwo missing plots whiclh v

"muscle"

moisture
protein
ash

e

Pork weight

Boar

Castrate

Bacon weight

Boar Castrate

Av&F& e

Pexcermtage difference

Boar versus
castrate

Pork versus

bacon

]
Standard
error

)
Coefzicient”
of variation

Significance of

interaction
treatment x

slaughter

(1)

14,99

t,64

14.23

1.14

79 .03
19.80
1.18

12 .30 11.54
62 .03 3 g
16 .55 16 .83

(@14
L

ot
)
-
Fl

o
)

o
(W14
o

=
o
—
.

ot

7€ .04 77 .96
20 .82 20.90
1.14 1

-0.63 NS
-0.07 NS
-0.03 NS

0.64%*

w

0.08 N

-0.08 NS
0.10 NS

—-0.02 NS

-0.84 NS
~1,12%%%

—0.01 NS

0.90%
~0.92%

0.02 NS

a0

00

s

O‘Og

0.56

¥5 per cent,

——

per cent,

fioures

RA¥ 0.1 per=cent, NS non-significant.
in coluwns I — 4.
,-‘ d have made some

sl ight

1. Standard error of the figures in colums 1 — 4

In calculating the Stalnizrd error no allow nce

di £ference to the
oo

VarLee ot dthe. si

e I'1°01,

veight



APPENDTIX 55 I 8

Average composition of the back

Avevrage
crecentige
differcnce

Pork weight Bacon weight

Pork
vers versus

Bcar Castrate sastrate bacon

Signific—
Coeff-, ance of
Stondard' icient® intercct ion,
erroxr of treatment x
variation slaughter
weight

Compositian ef back
Percentage fat
” moisture

B protein

i ash
" skin
9 bone

Composition ef fat-free
back

Percentage moisture

(8) (5)
35.935 , 7Ok
38.77 3, L%
11.29 0. 86%*

.61 0.06*

(3)
26.48
43,61
12, %

0.68 0

5.99 5.80 6.26 L.27 1.09%* 0,63
12,63 12,20 10.62 9.1k 0,96* ), Bl

59.08 59.31

|
o
.
N
~l
—
o
1
o

59.52

(8)

i» 1 7

3439 NS

I

NS S 2,96 NS
0.02 5487 NS
0.18 .29 * %
ol 0.3 .16 NS

NS 0.40 1.5 NS

" protein 15.91 15.87 16. 80 17.60 ~0.38 NS 0.22 2.61 NS
1 ash 0.9, 0.95 0.92 0.95 ~0.02 NS 0.01 NS 0,02 3,83 NS
s skin 7.62 1. 77 8.50 6.65 0.85%4 0.12 NS 0.18 L.68 ek
3 bone 16.61 16,33 .47 14.30 -0.08 NS 1.78% 0.49 €.41 NS

Composition of back "muscle"

Percentage moisture 77.96 77.86 7%7.00 76.5L 0.28 NS 1, 1) %%% 0.19 0.49 NS
i protein 20.82 20.90 21,81 22,26 ~0.27 NS -1, 17%%% 0.19 1,80 NS
p ash 1.23 1.2, 1.19 1.21 ~0.02 NS 0.04 NS 0.02 2,87 NS

Significance levels : ¥

1 Standard error ef the

In calculating the

which would have made sSsome

5 per cent,

standazrd

1 per cent, ¥

figures in colunns 1 - 4.,
2 Standard error expressed as a percentage of the mean of the figures in columms 1 - 4.

erpror no allowance nas been made foz TR oot thet There
S 23 Bt dirfozraence to Thce aluo o LAac o . erZT0O2.
= - .

0.1 per cent, NS non-significant,

7

were

two missing plcés



APPENDIY IV

Average composition of the belly

Averaye
Porcuntm;e

Significance

Pork welght Bacon weight differcnece Coof Pig- of
Standard ient interaction,
Boar Pork crror of treatment x
vcrsus versus variation slaughter
Boar Castrate Boar Castrate castrate bacon weight
Composition of belly () (2) (3) (%) (5) (6) (7) (8)
Percentage fat 20.02 21.90 26,06 33,89 =l BH*H* =9, Q] % 0.82 6,42 ok
g moisture 51. 44 L9.75 47.98 43,50 3,08%x ly., BE¥ew 0.75 3,13 NS
" protein 13.26 12,51 12,95 11.89 0.90%* 0.46 NS 0.21 5 5. 1) NS
e ash 0.76 0. 74 0,66 0.6L 0.02 NS 0. 10%% 0.02 .71 NS
" skin 10.12 10.51 8.80 6./8 0,82% 2, 52%% 0.28 6.2€ *
" bone 4,40 ). 60 3,55 3.30 0.02 NS 1.08¢%* 0.13 6.71 NS
Comp¥sition of fat-~free
belly
Percentage moisture 6L, 3. 63.68 64,90 65.80 -0.12 NS -1.3%; NS 0.57 1.76 N8
% protein 16.58 16,02 Y7.He 17.98 0.05 NS ] I HENE 0.24 2,88 NS
i ash 0.95 0. 94 0.90 0.97 -0,03 NS 001 NS 0.03 6,91 NS
= skin 12,62 13.45 11,89 10.27 0.40 NS 1,96%% 0.41 .77 *
e bone 5.50 5.%1 4,80 L.98 -0,30 NS 0, 82%* 0.18 .61 RS
Composition of belly
"muscle"
Percentage moisture 78.59 78.97 77.90 77.65 ~0,06 NS 1.01* 0.32 0.81 NS
n protein 20.25 19,86 21,02 21.21 0.11 NS -1,07* 0: 31 2,99 NS
" ash 1.16 1.17 1.08 1.1k -0,04 NS 0.05 NS 0. 04 1. 73 NS
Significance levels : * 5 per cent, ** 1 per cent, *** 0,1 per cent, NS non-significant.
1 Standard error of the figures in columns 1 ~ 4.
2 Standard error expressed =S percentage of the mean of the figures In colZlruunns I ~ 4,
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Tuber coxae

Fig. 1.—Illustrations showing the dissection of the four cuts. (Note: all coccygeal

vertebrae not shown.)

Tensor fasciae latae
Last -lumbar veriebra

Psoas major

Longissimus dorst

), .3 ;
M Obliquus abdominis internus _and

Reclus abdeminis Rolled back.

~ - -

Tuber coxae

Fig. 2.—Illustration showing the dissection of the hind leg.






