unfl 4
HamMIinNaaog

1. DNBNAVIAUNAABANTIONMNNIINEA (production performance)

SeeLgNI U (30-60 Alanss)

AUTTONMNITHAATZEYANITU (Table 11) wu:imﬂsmmﬁaﬁﬂ?mmmmﬁﬁﬁmfwm
winndignsiwadaeu (85.58 Woudy 70.72 nn; P<0.05) ueif?qqﬂsmﬁaﬁmmzqnmmﬁmau"lﬁ
uanAeALENTINA (84.84 nN) dmﬂ?n1mmmsﬁﬁum§mia"§’maaqnsmwﬁ'ﬁnmﬂﬁ’nmn
ahgnswadiouasgnsmadasy (1.40, 1.39 uaz 1.36 nn diodu mudaL) gasmendiofiuua Ty

e y . o _ o
Wszeznmlunms@saundignsmed uazgnsmadaou (59.6, 55.35 uag 54.58 Tu auddy)

Table 11 Production performance at growing stage (30-60 kg) of different gender

Criteria Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.

No. of animals 8 8 8 - -

Initial wi. at growing stage, kg 30.15 30.78 30.92 30.62 0.59
Final wt. at growing stage, kg 60.56 60.55 60.562 60.54 0.02
No. of feeding day, day : 54.58 55.356 59.60 56.51 2.20
Total feed intake, kg 70_72b 34_s4ab 35,5.3a 81.38 3.56
Average daily feed intake, kg 1.36 1.40 1.39 1.38 0.01
Weight gain, kg 30.41 29.77 29.60 29.93 0.59
Average daily gain, kg 0.562 0.552 0.622 0.545 0.02
Feed conversion ratio 2.33b 2.84ab 3.02a 2.73 0,13
Feed cost per gain, baht/kg 16_52b 20,2(}ab 21.47% 19.40 0.91

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

ﬁy'lwfi’nqﬂﬂ?uﬁ’uqnsmﬁﬁﬂauﬁuuﬂﬁné1n*51qnsmﬁf§uazqﬂsmmﬁa (30.15
30.78 waz 30.92 NN AWEIAY) ﬂmzﬁifmﬁﬂqﬂﬁm‘h}uﬂmhqﬁ'u (60.56, 60.55 uay
6052 nny  iuwaldimindauituiazsasimseSyduTade iy YoegnsnAneud
uua Diunandignamaduasgnawmils (ﬁiﬁﬁfﬂnﬁm; 30.41, 29.77 Qg 29.60 NN, BAT

nsTgAnle; 0.562, 0552 4ag 0.522 an aedu awdWy) gramadaeulicasuan
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& [] ¥ td ] ' o 3
{HeNA uazAuyumMeITABMSInIMN 1 AN dnngnsineiiis (Saswaniile; 2.33
i »
doudy 3.02, P<0.05; AuqusemsdemsdimimiIn 1 an; 16.52 fouiy 21.47 ynae

An, P<0.05) ta Linandafugnsined (2.84 ez 20.20 VIMABAN AWEIAL)

Table 12 Production performance at finishing stage (60-110 kg) of different gender

Criteria Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
No. of animals 8 B 8 > -
Initial wt. at finishing stage, kg 60.56 60.55 60.52 60.54 0.02
Final wt. at finishing stage, kg 110.72 110.64 110.20 110.52 0.43
No. of feeding day, day 66.80 62.65 66.90 65.45 2.06
Total feed intake, kg 199.25 181.15 189.52 189.97 6.01
Average daily feed intake, kg 2.98 2.89 2.87 2.91 0.17
Weight gain, kg 50.16 50.08 49.68 49.98 0.43
Average daily gain, kg 0.761 0.821 0.765 0.782 0.03
Feed conversion ratio 3.97 3.62 3.81 3.80 0.12
Feed cost per gain, baht'kg 26.91 24.50 25.82 25.74 0.79

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

segnIYY (60-110 Alaniay

AUTTOMHMINAATZOSENTYY (Table 12) wu1ansmﬁ§ﬁuuﬂﬁmzuzmmmﬁrﬂé
Funignsmmdaeunegnameiile (62.65, 66.80 uaz 66.90 1) danfSaemsiinumis
defugnimadaeuiiuud Ifunandignsmaduazgnamsiiio Ahnaemisiinyianua
199.25, 181.15 uag 189.52 N, WSinaemsfiaumionetu 2.98, 2.89 tas 2.87 nn dedu
awdd)  sarmaeiyduTavesgramadlinn I duginhgnamadouasgnsmedaou
(0.821, 0.765 uaz 0.761 NN AiBdu) qnsmﬁé’ﬁuuﬂﬁné’ﬂﬂuaﬁiﬁaﬁﬁsmzﬁ’unmhmmsﬁa
msdinimiin 1 o fnhgnswadiouazgnsmadaou @asuaniile 3.62, 3.81 uaz 3.97;

] ¥
Funumesdemaiiniinin 100 24.50, 25.82 uag 26.91 1MABNN; P<0.05)

STHZENTIH-GATYM (30-110 Alaniy)

AUSTONTHMINEAARDATSIZAINARDY (Table 13) WuhgnswaliedszozIaIMs
¥ 1
Gosmnuniignsmsdasu uazgnamag (126.5, 126.38 uag 118.0 Ju; P<0.05) daudiunn

1 b 4
amsfinuimuavesgnswadioin Tunnndgnamadaou uasqasined (271.98,
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257.32 uag 247.80 nn MuEEY) wiSinaemisitum edeTugnsmadonduiiuua T
nhgnsmvefuazgnsinadaeu 250, 2.52 az 254 nn dedu awdiAL) goamadiivug
Wudanmsnigdvlaganiignamadacy nazgnaweiiio (0.685, 0.666 Lay 0.637 NN A
5wy denlignsmaginn Wusasuanidena uazfumumemssensiianitnin 1 an
snngnamedaou wazgnsmadle @aswanile 3.11, 3.19 uaz 3.44; MuNuALIMIIAD

1 ¥
nstivin 1 an 21.55, 22.15 Az 23.88 ynaann ﬁ'lllﬂo'lﬂ‘ﬂ)

Table 13 Production performance at growing to finishing stage (30-110 kg) of

different gender

Criteria Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
No. of animals 8 8 8 - -
Initial wt. at growing stage, kg 30.15 30.78 30.92 30.62 0.59
Final wt. at finishing stage, kg 110.72 110.64 110.20 110.52 0.43
No. of feeding day, day 121.38 118.00 126.50 121.96 2.82
Total feed intake, kg 257.32 247.80 271.98 259.03 6.17
Average daily feed intake, kg 2.54 2.62 2.50 2.52 0.17
Weight gain, kg 80.57 79.86 79.27 79.90 0.89
Average daily gain, kg 0.666 0.685 0.637 0.662 0.02
Feed conversion ratio . 3.i9 3.11 3.44 . 3.25 0.08
Feed cost per gain, baht/kg 22.15 21.55 23.88 22.53 0.58

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

2. INENAVBUNAABYBIMNAIN (carcass quality)

SNUULIINVOIGASINARNT (Table 14) wuhgnsmediiarmunlvdudundales
ahgnamalouazgnsmadaou (227 Houfy 2.73 uag 2.96 @ AdAY; P<0.05) dau
k4
wlesiFudiflognamaduasgnsmadieliiunaunnndgnanadaey (61.83 uay 61.68
foufy 59.27 %, P<0.05) ualinunrmuandnszningnsmeduazgnsiwaiis (P<0.05)
o y & o ¢ o I g -t
gramadTuu Tnihminanngu wasnledidudsndiniignawadaou uazgnameiio
3
ahwinanngu 81.56, 83.19 uag 83.25 nn; wefiludenn 73.97, 75.08 uae 75.69 % MuHAY)
E 4 ' ]
dnniminanndugnamediinn wnhenamamlisuasqnimadgnou (7825, 8050 uag

80.88 NN AWEAL) dmsuanuemsnvesgnamediinua e nnhgnamediouasgnsiwe



53

3 [ -
faau (80.56, 7931 uag 79.56 wu AmEAL) dauRuimihAniedugnsmadiofiuul Wunn
ANgRIWARUATANSIMARADY (52.68, 48.46 UAT 47.22 A3 A muddL) dwSunlesidudidon
uazaSzamoluswgnsmadiinu Wunanhgnsmedis tasgnsmedmou (dlefifudifon

3.10, 2.98 uaz 2.78 %: wlesuneioizniwlusiu 8.11, 7.58 uas 7.47 % audien)

Table 14 Carcass characteristics of different gender

Traits Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
No. of animal 8 8 8 - -
Slaughter weight, kg 110.98 110.25 110.20 110.47 0.46
Hot carcass weight, kg 83.19 81.56 83.25 82.67 0.60
Chilled carcass weight, kg 80.88 78.2b 80.50 79.88 0.62
Dressing percentage, % 75.08 73.97 75.69 74.91 0.36
Carcass backfat thickness, cm 2.96a 2.27b 2.73a 2.66 0.09
Carcass length, cm 79.31 B0O.56 79.56 79.81 0.44
Loin eye area, cm’ 47.22 48.46 52.68 49.46 1.42
Lean cut, % 59.27b 61.83a 61.68a 60.93 0.50
Blood, % 2.78 3.10 2.98 2.95 0.10
Internal organ” H .
Tongue, % 0.24° 0.20% 0.32° 0.28 0.02
Lung, % 1.52 1.76 1.45 1.58 0.07
Heart, % 0.34 0.33 0.37 0.34 0.01
Liver, % 1.46 1.42 1.46 1.45 0.04
Spleen, % 0.19 0.19 0.24 0.20 0.0l
Stomach, % 0.64 0.69 0.50 0.58 0.04
Small intestine, % 1.26 1.27 1.28 i.27 0.06
Large intestine, % 1.66 1.86 1.68 1.73 0.08
Kidney, % 0.27 0.30 0.28 0.28 0.08
Total internal organ, % 7.47 8.11 7.58 7.72 0.19

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

v Percentage of liveweight
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aaulsznevrindl ldenmsaaunsnnuuyIng (Thai style cutting)
s ] 1 1) o 1 ]

msdauAsrngnauuyng (Table 15) nuhgnswaglnfofidud ndunndgname
div uazgnamagrou ednliivdiiy (1378 Woudy 1225 was 1214 % AwdRL;
P<0.05) dmiulesiFudntvesgnamadiinles Sudimnnignaweilisediedidodn
(622 foufiu 529 %; P<0.05) udliuandwfugnamadaeu (5.73 %)  daunlesidiud
»
fleuasgnamagiilSinamnnhgnsmagneu (49.91 % fisuiyl 46.60 %; P<0.05) ud liny
amuanaRfugnamedls 47.11 %) daunlesidud lvdugnamaduasgnamediol

wediduddnhgnaadasuneysdiiiodiiy (8.18 uaz 8.07 euiy 1098 %; P<0.05)

Table 15 The carcass component of finishing pigs of different gender in Thai style cutting

(% of chilled carcass weight)

Parameters Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.

Loin 7.28 7.32 7.59 7.40 0.18
Tenderloin 1.13 1.44 1.39 1.32 0.07
Belly 9.78 8.71 10.21 9.56 0.41
Spare rib 3.60 4.54 4.29 4.14 0.20
Shoulder 12.14° 13.78" 12.25° 12.73 0.28
Ham 20.05 20.74 20.25 20.34 0.33
Jawl 5.73% 6.22" 5.29° 5.75 0.14
Meat 46.60° 49.91" ar11™® 4787 0.53
Fat 10.98" 8.18 8.07" 9.08 5.72
Abdominal fat 1.44 1.24 1.34 1.34 0.09
Skin 7.10" 6.98° 5.30° 6.46 0.32
Bone 8.35 7.94 6.63 7.64 0.45
Head 6.04° 7.99" 7.35% 7.42  0.19
Foot 2.44° 3.10% 2.80% 2.78 . 0.10

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

gnamedreunazgnsmadlinesdudmiananhgnawadivedaiiivdhdey (.10 uoz 698
Muufy 530 %; P<0.05) dmsunlefiFudiunziwesgnsrdinlodifudgenigaama.
fneuetuiiodfy (f 7.99 oy 694 %, Wh 3.10 Heufy 244 %; P<0.05) ud il
uanmefugnImensio (7.35 uag 2.80 % AGIAL) ansoveiiefuwn Tuleddudifeduuen

4
nnngnanAduasgnImadaey (7.59, 7.32 uaz 728 % ewddy) alesidudiedulu



nszandlnse Laziods Innvesgnsmediinn Whnnanhgnsmadionazgnamednou (ifo
dulu 144, 139 uaw 113 %, nsvandInse 454, 429 1Az 3.60 %, azinn 2074 2025 tag
2005 % adidy) anuleddddeansugnsmadeiuun Whnnanhqnsmadaeutazgns
mird] (1021, 9.78 uaz 8.71 % AudmAy) udnledigud lululuseviasgnamagasunduiingg
Thannndhgnswediouazanamed (1.44, 134 uaz 1.24 % auday) drunedidudnszgngns

mrdmeriinn hananhgnawafiasgnameniio (835, 7.94 18z 6.63 % ATUEIAY)

daulsznovvesgauiniioi (proportion of loin chop)

ff'mﬂsxﬂawa&fhuﬁ’wfﬂe‘r’uwaqmmﬂduq (Table 16 uaz Fig. 34) Wuigns
mﬁﬁuﬂxqnim-mﬁuﬁn]aéﬁuﬂuﬁumnﬁmﬁan‘f&ﬁuﬁﬁ:m1'1qn'imﬁf§'ﬁﬂu athihivd gy
(15.45 uag 16.03 1figuny 19.99 % AW&AY; P<0.05) dnulesifudifionasgnameaded
wun Thnnnhignsmediiazgnsmngaeu (66.61, 63.89 LAz 61.84 % Awdmy) dmiy
wefiFudnszangnamadiun Whnnanigramadaounazgnsmeandly (15.80, 1291 uag
1273 % awdw) daunlediFudmisgnamadaeuiinn hananhignawaduasgnsmea
i (5.27, 4.93 48g 4.72 % MUAIAL)

Fig. 34 Characteristics of loin chop of different gender
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Table 16 Loin composition of different gender

Loin chop, % Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
Lean meat 61.84 63.89 66.61  64.56 1.35
Fat 19.99" 15.45° 16.03°  16.85 0.94
Bone 12.91 15.80 12.73  13.82 0.79
Skin 5.27 4.93 4.72 4.97 0.23

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

- x
3. DNEWAUDIUNAADYUMNING (meat quality)

mauiunsa-are eH) lunduitovesgnstwanieg

H 3
pH #i 45 wifindeain (pH,) voandunile semimembranosus (SM) URE longissimus

dorsi (LD) 'liuand1asenitams (p>0.05) (Table 17) Tnognsmsdfinua Tdus1 pH, d1n1

gaamadiouazgnInadaou (SM 6.10, 6.26 uay 6.36; LD 5.97, 6.14 uag 6.27 AW1AL)

dmsudadnwesiugniifian pH, mad 5.8 nuhlundunde sM Tiuandag

14
sErdame 025 ualunduuile LD vesgnsiwadiuurldwannnignamedle uazqns

(WARADY (0.38, 0.25 HAT 0.12 AMEIAL)

Table 17- Carcass pH values of different gender

Parameters Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
Mean muscle pH, (45 min.)

M, semimembranosus 6.36 6.10 - 6.26 6.24 0.09

M. longissimus dorsi 6.27 5,97 6.14 6.12 0.10
Proportion of pH, values below 5.8

M. semimembranosus 0.25 0.25 0.25

M. longissimus dorsi 0.12 0.38 0.25
Mean muscle pH,, (24 hr.)

M. semimembranosus 5.20 5.36 5.36 5.30 0.04

M. longissimus dorsi 5.17 5.82 5.28 5.26 0.03
Propertion of pH,, values above 6.0 '

M. semimembranosus 0. 0 0

M. longissimus dorsi ' 0 0 0

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)
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: [} 3 { 1 ]
dau pH game (24 su niaei; pHy) vislundmiile SM uas LD iwunuuansi
snhame udgnsnadnduiinn Tiuen pH, Agandgnamadisuasgnameadasy (SM 536,

536 1AL 5.20; LD 5.32, 5.28 tag 517 awdhdy) humazmailignshiie pa, 1an 6.0

@mﬂ'mwfmmwmtfauﬁmfalﬁ“’u (nutritive value)

ﬁlﬂ!f’i'm'lﬂﬂ‘]m““llﬁﬂﬁ"]ﬂﬁﬁl&ﬂﬁﬂﬂlﬂ@ﬁﬂ‘imﬂﬁN‘] (Table 18) wudignuwaduas
qnimﬁmamﬂamu#‘f‘lwu'lmmnmqnu meﬂfnqﬂsmﬁwﬂauammuué’nﬂrg (1.63 uag
1.75 MoUfy 2.55 % AWAIAD; P<0.05) muLﬂancuuﬂmmwum‘iﬂmu"lmmnmqsmm
A uﬁiqnimm‘gmm:1Tuuu‘lﬂﬂ';"lqnnwmummxtmsmmﬂau (WA 73.43, 7336 Hag
72.22 %, T15Au 21.69, 21.45 ay 21.34 % ANEIAL)

Table 18 Nuﬁient values of loin chop of different gender

Nutritive value Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
Moisture”, % 73.22 73.43 73.36 73.33 0.18
Protein”, % 21.34 21.69 21.45 21.49 0.12
Fat”, % 2.55° 1.63° 1.57° 1.92 0.20

Values with different supefscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

v percentage in fresh matter .

ﬂ'm'a"mmmm?umsq"mfwa«éa (water holding capacity)

s gaydurhommsdugn (boiling loss) ypatiie (Table 19) Wuhgnstwad] uazqns
mveiteBinansnefi (P>005) usei*ﬁmawsﬁfhmsqrgxﬁm{mnmsﬂ;aqnmnﬂ'hqnimaﬁﬂau
(2209 uaz 23.10 Weufy 1622 %, AWAAL; P<0.05) fhuﬁmﬁqaglﬁmf“l (drip loss)
msqmugﬁmfmnazmmfnﬁa (thawing loss) uazn*nsqsgtﬁmfmﬂnmhq (grilling loss) 1w
aomuanassTamA  uAgnsmediinn et drip loss UaY grilling loss 3NN
meifle uncnINeRABY (drip loss 1046, 9.48 UAY 8.55 %; grilling loss 20.22, 19.75 uAz
17.58 % ; AWEIRY) due thawing loss AduwWUIgnsmadaeuiiu Iugenhgnsmedis
uazgnImed (17.93, 17.01 uag 1591 % , AWAAL)
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Table 19 Meat quality traits of different gender

Parameters Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.

Water holding capacity

-Drip loss, % 8.55 10.46 9.48 9.50 0.83
~Thawing loss, % 1'1':93b 15.91a 17'.01:=1 16.95 0.92
-Boiling loss, % 16.22 22.09 23.10 20.47 0.91
~Grilling loss, % 17.58 20.22 19.75 19.18 0.96
Color, 48 hr. post mortem
-Luminosity, (L*) 61.46 59.88 60.02 60.45 0.97
-Red-green index, (a*) 8.86 8.44 9.11 8.81 9.31
-Yellow-blue index, (b*) 7.71 6.75 7.72 7.39 0.34
Shear force
“Maximum force, N 26.45°  35.84° ss.02® 3207 1.2
~Total energy, J 0-10b 0.14° 0.12‘?‘b 0.12 0.01
17.87 17.98 17.19 17.68 0.21

-Extension, mm

Values with different superscripts within each row differ significantly (P<0.05)

& ’Uﬂdﬂf& (colour)

ﬁ'ﬂymmqﬁufaﬁﬂﬂngmmqnsmﬁwhm (Table 19) WUNMANNATI (L¥) YOIt
gnaudnzmebiuand1ef uagnsmadfin Tuwesh L* difiqa sounflogqnsmedi uas
gnImAdnen (59.88, 60.02 1A¢ 6146 AwdAY) dmiumduiifunsde @) uorAmdend
fu (0% wuhbiuanmefusenhane udqnamedinn THuweam a* sz be dndgnsiwa

e uazgnsmaile (a* 8.4, 8.86 UA9.11;b*6.75, 7.71 Uag 7.72; ANEAL)

AMTIAAN T (shear force value) _
9! [] 14 14
Ausedar MlovegnImAR 199 (Table 19) Wudmsefilfdmilogegaveuile
vingnswag  uazgnswadielinandrety  uagnswadiuua TWdufigandignsiwaidie

Ed

(35.84 uaz 33.94 iwu awdidy) ednlsAmuignawaduazgasmaiiolinwsa
o 1 J 1 Ll O b = at 4 a2t o ar
darnuflegegamnniignsmagasusiniidod iy (26.45 Hadu) wafitdduiusfu
1 ar q’: d' 9/ [ J & ] P 1 9 ] =
amdsnuianuan s lunisdaiile duAsgnamadian NN 1gnsinagaoued 19l
Wod Ay (0.14 fisuiy 0.10 38; P<0.05) ud Linandnfugnsmeidis (0.12 ya) daunn

.:i a4 ar 1 dy ] T 1
Y3520 19 1unsaar 11ile THNUAMULEADAINTZH I NINE
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Fig. 35 Panel test characteristics of loin chop of different gender

msns9Faito (panel test)

dovesgnsmagdaeuuazgnimeaiviinzuuuaiunjinniigasmeadedtad
Hud1ieyte 3.55 unz 3.53 sfeuiy 2.86; awddu; P<0.01) dmdundusavaiie iy
amuandnsznang  udgnsmadeiiuud Tiunzunundusafngasmadasung
qnaed (3.30, 3.24 uag 3.10 MWL) (Table 20 1182 Fig. 35)

Table 20 Panel test of loin chop of different gender

Criteria Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
Tenderness. 3.55 2.86° 3.55" 3.30 0.08
Flavour’ 3.24 3.10 3.80 3.21 0.07
Juiciness” 3.29% 2.82° 3.11° 3.06 0.08
Overall acceptabilityu 3.41% 2.97b 3.3 lab 3.22 0.08

4B Means within row showing different superscripts are highly significantly different (P<0.01)
&b Means within row showing different superscripts are significantly different (P<0.05)
Score of 1 to 5 : 1=exfremely tough, extremely strong off-flavour, dry, dislike extremely ;

S=extremely tender, no off flavour, extremely juicy, like extremely
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[ 3 . ' ' -
dmunzuumges weaiieningasmadaey  uasgnamealinnnnignsmafedid
Wodfin (3.29 uag 3.11 (HOVAY 2.82 MUAWAL; P<0.05) a1 lsAawazuuuauNe 1y

»
yoadus Inailognsmeadneudnirgnamadedeiisdify (.41 dieufiu 297 ; P<0.05)

ug liuandnfugnsmaile (3.31)

4. BnSwavesinanenuMW IVl (fat quality)

ANTIvee Ui (fat firmness)

aruudavelutiu (Table 21) annsniavenu 3 AnVUAB USY (force) WANY
(energy) Hazs T (pascal) wuif'buﬁ’umnqnsmaé’muuazqﬂsmmﬁﬂﬁmmuﬁamn
ndgnsned (s 5.22 waz 3.94 doufy 2.12 fadu; Wi 3493 uag 2655 vuty
12.63 flafga; usereuf 265.85 x 10° uag 20043 x 10° toufy 11024 x 10° fadusie
A5INAT: P<0.01) dauszoznafi 19Iunsna (extension) i wuhgnsmadaeuuinnd

gn3weR (33.86 HouRY 32.85 uu; P<0.05) uA Litanaafugnsmedly (33.57 i)

Table 21 Fat firmness characteristics of different gender

Parameters Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
Firmness
Force, N 522 212° 3.94° 3.76 0.42
Energy, mJ 34.93%  12.63°  26.555°  24.70 2.95
Pa, N/m? (x 103) 265.85°  110.24 b 900.43% 192.17 0.02
bExtension, mm 3386  32.85° 33570 3342 0.20
a

>~ Means within row showing different superscripts are significant difference (P<0.05).

mstheedlusuaztiio (rancidity of fat and meay

fimﬁﬁwm‘lﬂﬁuuamﬁmmqﬂsmﬁdwq (Table 22) wuh hillaamuanedavessn
TBA vouluiu uaziile senhamemesgnaynszoznTfiuinm (0, 7 uag 14 ) edwlsh
ey lvfuvesgnawadiinn e BA  yRsrezamiunngandignamadaeu
wazenaweniio (qoatwed 1.42, 2.56 uaz 2.87; qTNARABY 112, 1.70 UAz 2.63; qnaima
dlo 1.05, 1.64 uaz 230 MmudAL) dwm TBA wméaqﬂimﬁé'ﬁuuﬂﬁumﬂn'hqm
meiaey uazqnaneiilo (qasmed 0.164, 0417 1Az 0.642; gnamafney 0.166, 0372
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¥
uay 0.575; qnameiile 0.165, 0248 waz 0.412 awddy) usnuiniifanudnten TBA

o ] 1 g
vos ludulugnsnnwaiiannnnia TBA vouile

Table 22 Fat and meat rancidity of different gender

Parameters Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.

TBA value of fut (mg malonaldehyde/kg Fat)

- 0 day 1.12 142 1.05 1.20 0.06
- 7 day 1.70 2.56  1.64 1.97 0.07
- 14 day 2.63 2.87 2.30 2.06 0.13
TBA value of meat. (mg malonaldehyde/kg Meat)
- 0 day 0.166 0.164 0.165 0.165 0.02
- 7 day 0.372 0.417 0.248 0.346 0.05
- 14 day 0.575 0.642 0.412 0.543 0.08

ansuTuvesTsan inauazaesiunainamelsu
(skatole and testosterone concentrations)
Psmannutuduvesmsaminalulviuvosgnsmadiilfusnnnndignsina
Anou wazgnamemile sdndidedidn (0.049 oudy 0.038 uaz 0.033 Tulasnfumiy; P
T a, ) ¥ 4 5y
<0.05) daulSuruanududuvesss luwma Inamelsulunananivesgnsiwagii
Wmafnnnhignamedeounasgnswafis edwiihieddgds (277.67 foudy 0.09

uag 0.02 A Iansu/ua; P<0.05) (Table 23)

Table 23 Skatole and androstenone concentrations of different gender

Parameters Barrow Boar Gilt Mean SE.
: b a b
Skatole (Ug/g)” 0.038 0.049 0.033 0.040 2.31
B
Teststerone (pg/ml)” 0.090° 277.67" 0.0200  92.593  45.90

A B ) eans within row showing different superscripts are highly significantly different (P<0.01)

&b Means within rova‘ir showing different superscripts are significantly different (P<0.05)

Y Concentration of skatole in backfat

2 . .
Concentration of testosterone in plasma
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Fig. 36 Rancidity of fat and meat of different gender

5. manwdiusssnailedovesganmmile

f1 pH 0t 45 Wifi (pHy) ndesi1 uaz pH gaR1e (pHy) sewiundwiiie SM uay
LD fanuduiussunnuin ¢ = 0.70; P<0.01) dmsy pH; uaz pHy INWUANY
Sty (2>0.05) udm pHy Handiuide sMuaz LD HunaTumawduiusmeay
flust pH, veandnile SM G = -0.16) udfianuyduiuinuandsudntiesiy piy
48anE N0 LD (- = 0.19 1182 0.10) (Table 24)

Table 24 Correlation between pH, and pH,, of finishing pigs.

) pH, B . PH,, L
SM" D" SM" ID"
pH, SM:; - 0.70%* -0.16" 0.18™
LD - - -0.16" 0.10"™
pH,, SM - - - 0.72%*
oY - | - - -

1 ., .
! SM = semimembranosus, LD = Longissimus dosi

™ No significant = P>0.05; ** =P<0,01, n=24
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1 pH; danuduRuinieandy drip loss, L* uaz b* (r = -0.43, -0.51 uaz -0.49;
P<0.05) woNNTFa L FUR LS NaUBE19EaFUR 1 a* (¢ = -0.53; P<0.01) HoAndesfiy
nanTInAaRRA MRS (e pH, amhawzﬁwaﬁﬂmmmﬁaﬁ"l (drip loss) Lﬁumﬁ’;‘u 4
miamﬁuummﬂwuﬂzﬁwanammiﬂmauum (L*) AMFUAY (@) uazAuNtnY (b%)
mnawu {Table 25)

dmius pH, ﬁmmﬁ'wﬁufmmuadnﬁqﬁ'mhmsqunﬁuﬁmnnﬁazmmfnﬁe
(r= -0.62; P<0.01) wenvniiSmndAE M nfUd M ums 9far il (= 0.55;
P<0.01) asddinn It dhEmaanfusus i 18R ad e (= 042) dausims
qwﬁmﬂ (drip loss) fianuduiusnainededeiumnsaziounas L% = 0.68;
P<0.01) ﬁuﬁamsqiytﬁmfwaarﬁ’amnmiﬁ:ﬁauuawm?}aqamn"hjﬁaﬂ dmsunsgade
dhonmsguiiamudiuimeannetusiuiusslunsdainite = 0.68; P<0.01) uazt
ﬁuuﬂﬁ’uﬂ';nnﬁnﬁuﬁm1ev'Jnﬁuﬁwnuquﬁnﬁwmmsdn (r= 0.77; P<0.06) 8673 13fAaum
ﬂ15§(ﬂgnﬁﬂt‘€1ﬂ1nn1sthqﬁmmé‘r’uﬁ’ufmamnﬁuﬁmﬁ’wmﬁ‘l%’“lumsﬁmhmfa (= 0.42;
P<0.05) @wius L* Sanwduiuimananed1ateiue b* (= 0.72; P<0.01) usiiuuaTidy
Woadnfeofiduiusiu a* ¢ = 034) uasA1 b* aquﬂ'nmmwuﬁaqunum a* (r= 0.74;

P<0.01) ﬁms'ufnuiaum‘manwuﬁau‘lauqnuwmﬂuw‘lﬁumimmuma (r= 0 56; P<0.01)

30 -
254 cooking loss
201
154 drip loss
101

5+

04 i : i : WHC &

20 205 21 215 2 25

Fig. 37 Correlation between protein percentage and water holding capacity of meat’
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L d -
wefidud TsAuiamduiuimannfumasdnihweatie (Fig. 37) nanfel
4
anuduiuEmManedsgaiufmsgaudon (drip loss; r = 0.658, n = 24; P<0.01) wazd

»
a1 ﬁuﬁuﬁ’mamﬂﬁ'umﬂ15@(tgtﬁﬂﬁ1m1ﬂn15ﬁu (cooking loss; r = 0.502, n = 24; P<0.05)

Table 26 Correlation among panel test, skatole and testosterone concentrations of finishing pigs

Tendemess Flavour Juiciness  Acceptability Skatole' Testosterone
Tenderness - 0.76** G.77%* 0.89%* -0.58%* -0.44%
Flavour - R 0.85%* 0.92%* -0.48%* -0.52%*
Tuiciness - - - 0.88%* -0.41* -0.41*
Acceptability - - - - -0.58%* -0.52%*
Skatole - - - - - 0.39
Testosterone - - - = . - -

Correlations significantly different : ** =P<0.01; * = P<0.05

snwarmsdsuiiumsasinsudietiadaniuifueteis (Table 26) foazinuni
1,5'11Lﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂuﬁnﬁuﬁ'ﬂ1«maﬁ'mzuuun§usa AU uazmsveniulavsamveuile
(t = 0.76, 0.77 uag 0.89; P<0.01) uaﬂmnf‘:ﬂsamummﬁut‘faﬁmmﬁ'uﬁ’uﬁmqauﬁ'nﬂ?mm
asan1Ina (r=-0.58; P<0.01) iazma Inaiae 15% (r= -0.44; P<0.05) dwdunzuuunausail
anudutuimannfunsmianugus uazarumelTaosu ¢ = 0.85 uas 0.92; P<0.01)
tazusneniifaianyduiusneanedsefutSnamsant Inasazina Tnaas Tsu
(r = -0.48 BT —0.41; P<0.01) ﬁquﬂzuuum'lmimiﬁmmﬁuﬁ’uﬁ'ﬂNu';nmini;mﬁ’ummwa
1aTaosau (r = 0.88; P<0.01) wenuniidiaudniuimauiulSinassam Inauazma
Tnawne 15U @ = -0.41 uaz —0.41; P<0.05) dmiuazununmmelslnssmilinnuduiuini
avesndISaesem Inanazma Tname Tsu (r = -0.58 wag -0.52; P<0.01) dmsu
Wneasam Inatanuduiuimeuedibstuasma Inane Tsu ¢ =0.79; P<0.01)





