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24 MsanTIzesfilszneumandl
24.1 JwilSinaiagquds Talsdu Tudu ol wondh TaedT proximate
analysis (A.0.A.C. 1984 8111ay yydou uozyauady, 2525)
242 SwsivisenilsenonTnsead19uoaR iU Detergent method (Goering and
Van Soest, 1970; 8191a0 1ygydou uaz1jaasy, 2525)

243 Serwindseuluens uazgeese Taold Bomb Calorimeter

25 ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ'lu’]ﬂ!ﬂ"lﬂ’liﬁﬂﬂ"lﬁ,ﬂlﬂﬂ Tague LagWAN Y

25.1 fnumsdeslduesInruzdieg ninaums

% Nutrient digestibility = {Nutrient consumed (g) - Nutrient feces (®} x 100

Nutrient consumed {(g)

L
252 fiuaumsoeyldviaviua (Total digestible nutrient, TDN)

TDN (%) = DCP + DNEF + DCF + (DEE x 2.25)

4 "
le DCP, DNEF, DCF uae DEE #elsunailnwug (crude protein, nitrogen free

extract, crude fiber M@Y ether extract) figouldmudrdu (1/1000)
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Appendix table 1 Meteorological report 1999 (#mfimsinvasuavyatlszmu, 2542)

Temperature, ‘c Relative humidity, % Rainfall

max. min, mean max. min. mean mm

16 — 22 Jun 32.81 23.47 2747 85.90 68.58 77.35 9.4
23 - 29 Jun 30.63 22.57 26,03 92.51 7222 82.72 17.7
30 Jun -6 Jul 342 23.44 28.04 91.14 64.94 77.86 16.0
7—13 Jul 30.87 23.83 26.8 92.07 65.52 78.30 12.8
14 - 20 Jul 34.2 23.53 28.10 87.40 57.12 72.20 20.3
2127 Jul 33.56 23.54 27.83 87.39 69.03 78.13 27.9
28 Jul -3 Aug 33.07 23,73 27.73 94.61 69.02 82.35 63.0
410 Aug 31.26 23.51 26.83 95.03 81.17 88.65 424
11-17 Aug 28.20 23.21 2534 96.94 89.92 93.43 357
18 - 24 Aug 3291 23.52 27.54 94.61 67.25 81.68 323
25-31 Aug 32.64 23.19 27.23 95.80 68.57 82.23 425
1—7 Sept 32.59 23.74 27.54 91.79 64.00 78.55 358
8 — 14 Sept 31.34 23.10 26.64 93.79 79.34 86.14 542
15 - 21 Sept 3237 22,97 27.00 93.91 71.37 82.85 79.6
22 — 28 Sept 32.63 23.14 27.21 95.46 78.43 86.85 52.4
29 Sept — 5 Ouct 3359 | 21.77 26.86 92.84 59.35 76.23 229
6 — 12 Ouct 34.17 22.90 27.74 92.97 62.38 78.15 3.6
13 - 19 Ouct 32.43 22.04 26.49 92.73 63.12 78.00 23.6
20 —26 Quct 31.14 21.01 25.36 88.61 66.60 77.02 249
27 Ouict— 2 Nov 2946 22.54 2549 92.34 79.45 86.30 76.8
3—9Nov 31.01 21.74 25.73 88.94 65.55 77.00 |[. 5.6
10-16 Nov 33.27 21.70 26.67 90.44 61.52 76.77 4.3

17 ~23 Nov 30.24 16.37 22.30 90.63 53.50 71.80
24 —30 Nov 3292 18.36 24.59 92.30 55.65 74.63
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Appendix table 2 Evaluation of meat percentage from pig carcass

Hot carcass weight Backfat thickness Y LEA”
kg % kg %o cm % em’ %o
59.1 12.6870 750 13.9995 0.76 35.510 22.6 8.125
59.5 12,7245 75.4 14.0370 0.89 36.045 232 8.250
60.0 12,7620 75.9 14.0745 1.02 35.580 239 8.375
60.4 12.7995 76.4 14,1495 1.14 35.115 24.5 8.500
60.9 12.8370 76.8 14.1495 1.27 34.650 25.2 8.625
614 12.8745 77.3 14.1870 1.40 34.185 25.8 8.750
61.8 12.9120 77.1 14,2245 1.52 33.720 26.5 8.875
62.3 12.9495 78.2 14.2620 1.65 33.255 27.1 9.000
62.7 12,9870 78.6 14,2995 1.78 32.790 219 9.125
63.2 13.0245 79.1 14.3370 1.90 32.325 284 9.250
63.6 13.0620 79.5 14.3745 2.03 31.860 29.0 '9.375
64.1 13.0995 80.0 14.4120 2.16 31.395 29.7 9.500
64.5 13.1370 80.4 14.4495 2.29 30.930 30.3 9.625
65.0 13,1745 80.9 14.4870 2.41 30465 31.0 9.750
65.4 13.2120 81.4 14.5245 2.54 30.000 3l6 9.875
659 13.2495 81.8 14,5620 2.67 29.535 323 10.000
66.4 13.2870 82.3 14.5995 2,79 29.070 329 10.125
66.8 13.3245 82.7 14.6370 2,92 28.605 33.5 10.250
67.3 13.3620 83.2 14.6745 3.05 28.140 342 10.375
67.7 13.3995 83.6 147120 3.18 27.675 34.8 10.500
68.2 13.4370 84.1 14,7495 330 27.210 355 10.625
68.6 13.4745 84.5 14.7870 3.43 26.745 36.1 10.750
69.1 13.5120 85.0 14.8245 3.56 26.280 36.8 10.875
69.5 13.5495 85.4 14.8620 3.68 25.815 374 11.000
70.0 13.5870 85.9 14.8995 3.81 25.350 38.1 11,125
704 13.6245 86.4 14.9370 393 24,885 38.7 11.250
70.9 13.6620 86.8 14.9745 4,06 24.420 394 11.375
71.4 13.6995 87.3 15.0120 4.19 23,955 40.0 11.500
71.8 13.7370 87.7 15.0495 432 23.490 40.6 "11.625
723 13.7745 88.2 15,0870 - 4,44 23.025 41.3 11.750
72.7 13.8120 88.6 15.1245 4.57 22.560 41.9 11.875
73.2 13.8495 89.1 15.1620 4.70 22.095 42.6 12.000
73.6 13.8870 89.5 15.1995 4.83 21.630 43.2 12.125
74.1 13.9245 90.0 15.2370 4,95 21.165 43.9 12.250
74.5 13.9620 90.4 15.2745 5.08 20.700 445 12375
90.9 153120 : 45.2 12.500
+/ - 0.0825% for weight differ 1 kg +/ - 0.465% for BF differ | +/ - for LEA differ 1 kg
l1kg

" Backfat thickness at ¥4 of loin eye area at 10" rib

¥ LEA = loin eye area
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Appendix table 3 Questionnaire for panel test
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Appendix table 6 Analysis of variance of initial weight of different gender

SOV df 58 MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 2.72 1.36 0.15 0.86
Error 21 190,85 9.09
Total 23 193.57

Appendix table 7 Analysis of variance of final weight at growing stage of different gender

SOV df ss MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.007 0.004 0.37 0.70
Error 21 0.20 0.010
Total 23 0.21

Appendix table 8 Analysis of variance of final weight at finishing stage of different gender

SOV df 58 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.27 0.63 0.13 0.88
Error 21 102.51 4.88
Total 23 103.78

Appendix table 9 Analysis of variance of feeding day to growing pigs (30-60 kg.) of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 117.28 58.64 0.48 0.62
Error 2] 2545.703 12122 |
Total 23 2662.99

Appendix table 10 Analysis of variance of total feed intake to growing pigs (30-60 kg.) of different gender

SOV ‘ df SS MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 1419.77 709.88 2.68* 0.04
Error 221 5562.48 264.88

Total 23 6982.25
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Appendix table 11 Analysis of variance of average daily feed intake to growing pigs (30-60 kg.) of different gender

SOV daf 8§ MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.0021 0.0010 0.022 0.98
Error 6 0.295 0.0491
Total 8 0.297

Appendix table 12 Analysis of variance of weight gain to growing pigs (30-60 kg.) of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 3.00 1.48 0.16 0.85
Error 21 161.52 9.12
Total 23 194.47

Appendix table 13 Analysis of variance of average daily gain to growing pigs (30-60 kg.) of different gender

sSov df SS MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 0.007 0.004 0.37 0.70
Error 21 0.201 0.010
Total 23 0.208

Appendix table 14 Analysis of variance of feed conversion rate to growing (30-60 kg.) of different gender

SOV df §S MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 2.10 1.05 3.19 0.06
Error 21 6.90 0.329 ‘

Total 23 9.00

Appendix table 15 Analysis of variance of feed cost per gain to growing (30-60 kg.) of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 105.82 5291 3.19 0.06
Error 21 347.92 16.57

Total 23 453.74
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Appendix table 16 Analysis of variance of feeding day to finishing pigs (60-110 kg.) of different gender

SOV daf S8 MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 93.81 46.90 0.44 0.65
Error 21 2242.59 106.79
Total 23 2336.40

Appendix table 17 Analysis of variance of total feed intake to finishing pigs (60-110 kg.) of different gender

. SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1312.77 65639 0.74 0.49
Error 21 18643.03 887.76
Total 23 19955.80

Appendix table 18 Analysis of variance of average daily feed intake to finishing pigs (60-110 kg.) of different gender

SOV df 8S MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 ©0.06 0.03 0.04 0.96
Error 23 18.13 0.7
Total 25 18.19

Appendix table 19 Analysis of variance of weight gain to finishing pigs (60-110 kg.) of different gender

Sovy df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.09 0.54 0.11 0.90
Error 21 102.87 4.90
Total 23 - 103.95

Appendix table 20 Analysis of variance of average daily gain to finishing pigs (60-110 kg.) of different gender

SOV af SS MS F  Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.02 0.009 _ 0.46 0.64
Error 21 041 0.02 '

Total 23 0.43
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Appendix table 21 Analysis of variance of feed conversion rate to finishing {(60-110 kg } of different gender

SOV df 8S MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.51 0.26 0.76 048
Error 21 7.02 0.34
Total 23 7.35

Appendix table 22 Analysis of variance of feed cost per gain to finishing (60-110 kg.) of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 23.35 11.67 0.761 0479
Error 21 321.97 15.33
Total 23 345.32

Appendix table 23 Analysis of variance of feeding day of growing to finishing pigs (30-110 kg.) of different gender

sov df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 293.08 146.54 0.75 0.49
Error 21 4111.88 195.80
Total 23 4404.96

Appendix table 24 Analysis of variance of total feed intake of growing to finishing pigs (30-1 10kg.) of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 2373.02 1186.51 1.34 0.28
Error 21 18623.94 886.85 '

Total 23 20996.96

Appendix table 25 Analysis of variance of average daily feed intake of growing to finishing pigs (30-110 kg.) of

different gender
SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.1 0.005 0.005 1.00
Error 32 34.12 1.06 )
Total 34 34.13
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Appendix table 26 Analysisofvarianceof weight gainof growing to finishing pigs (30-110 kg )ofdifferent gender

SOV daf SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 6.78 3.39 0.17 0.85
Error 21 428.45 20.40
Total 23 435.23

Appendix table 27 Analysis of variance of average daily gain to growing {30-110 kg.) of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.01 0.005 0.84 0.45
Error 21 0.12 0.006
Total 23 0.13

Appendix table 28 Analysis of variance of feed conversion rate to (30-110 kg.) of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 ' 0.49 0.24 1.54 0.24
Error 21 3.33 0.16

Total 23 3.82

Appendix table 29 Analysis of variance of feed cost per gain to (30-110kg.) of different gender

sov df Ss MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 23.54 11.77 1.54 0.24
Error 21 160.18 7.63 )

Total 23 - 183.71

Appendix table 30 Analysis of variance of slaughter weight of different gender

SOV df 88 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 3.10 1.55 0.28 0.76
Error 21 11647 555

Total 23 119.57
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Appendix table 31 Analysis of variance of hot carcass weight of different gender

SOV daf SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 14.65 7.32 0.85 0.44
Error 21 - 181.19 8.63
Total 23 195,83
Appendix table 32 Analysis of variance of chilled carcass weight of different gender

SOV df Ss MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 32.25 16.12 1.89 0.18
Error 21 179.38 8.54
Total 23 211.62
Appendix table 33 Analysis of variance of dressing percentage of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 12.20 6.10 2.11 0.15
Error 21 60.75 289
Total 23 72.95
Appendix table 34 Analysis of variance of carcass backfat thickness of different gender

SOV df 88 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.99 1.00 8.69%* 0.002
Error 21 241 0.12 '

Total 23 - 440
Appendix table 35 Analysis of variance of carcass length of different gender

Sov df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 7.00 3.50 0.74 0.49
Error 21 98.91 4,71

Total 23 105.91
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Appendix table 36 Analysis of variance of loin eye area of different gender

SOV df S5 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 131.20 65.60 1.40 0.27
Error 21 980.75 46.70
Total 23 1111.95
Appendix table 37 Analysis of variance of lean cut percentage of different gender

SOV df §S MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 33.22 16.61 338 0.05*%
Errer 21 103.14 4.91
Total 23 136.36
Appendix table 38 Analysis of variance of blood percentage of different gender

SOV df §8 MS F Sig. of ¥
Treatment 2 0.40 0.20 0.89 042
Error 21 4.64 1.50
Total 23 5.04
Appendix table 39 Analysis of variance of tongue percentage of different gender

Sov df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.03 0.01 2.59* 0.04
Error 21 0.12 0.006 '

Total 23 0.14
Appendix table 40 Analysis of variance of lung percentage of different gender

SOV df §8 MS ¥ Sig. of F
Treatment 2 042 0.21 1.88 0.18
Error 21 2.34 0.11

Total 23 2.76
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Appendix table 41 Analysis of variance of heart percentage of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.006 0.003 0.096 0.91
Error 21 0.062 0.003
Total 23 0.069
Appendix table 42 Analysis of variance of liver percentage of different gender

sSov df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.01 0.005 - 010 0.91
Error 21 1.14 0.054
Total 23 1.16
Appendix table 43 Analysis of variance of spleen percentage of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.013 0.006 2.62 0.10
Error 21 0.052 0.002
Total 23 0.065
Appendix table 44 Analysis of variance of stomach percentage of different gender

SOV df S8 MS - _F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.16 0.077 1.84 0.18
Error 21 0.88 0.042 ‘

Total 23 1.04
Appendix table 45 Analysis of variance of small intestine percentage of different gender

SQVv df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.0006 0.0003 0.003 1.00
Error 21 2,16 0.103

Total 23 . 2,16
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Appendix table 46 Analysis of variance of large intestine percentage of different gender

sov df §S MS F Sig. of F
Treatment : 2 0.19 0.10 0.60 0.56
Exror 21 3.33 0.16
Total 23 3.52

Appendix table 47 Analysis of variance of kidney percentagé of different gender

SOV df 88 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.003 0.002 1.05 0.37
Error 21 0.030 0.001
Total 23 0.033

Appendix table 48 Analysis of variance of total internal organ percentage of different gender

SOV df 88 MS F - Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.86 093 1.08 0.36
Error 21 18.03 0.86
Total 23 19.90

Appendix table 49 Analysis of variance of head on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV df SS MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 4.50 225 3.06 0.07
Error 21 15.45 0.74 ‘

Total 23 - 19.95

Appendix table 50 Analysisofvariance of shoulderon carcasscomponent of different genderin Thai style cutting

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1347 6.74 4.50* 0.02
Error 21 3146 1.50

Total 23 44.93
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Appendix table 51 Analysis of variance of jawl on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV daf S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 348 1.74 4.47* 0.02
Error 21 8.19 0.39
Total 23 11.67

Appendix table 52 Analysis of variance of spare rib on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

sov df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 3.82 1.91 0.87 0.44
Error 21 46.31 2.20
Total 23 50.13

Appendix table 53 Analysis of variance of belly on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV daf SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 9.52 4.76 1.21 0.32
Error 21 82.93 3.95
Total 23 92.46

Appendix table 54 Analysis of variance of loin on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.46 023 0.26 0.77
Error 21 18.21 0.87
Total 23 18.67

Appendix table 55 Analysis of variance of tender loin on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV df 88 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 045 0.99 0.35 0.71
Error 21 59.52 283

Total 23 61.50
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Appendix table 56 Analysis of variance of ham on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.98 0.95 0.35 0.71
Error 21 59.52 2.83
Total 23 61.50

Appendix table 57 Analysis of variance of lean meat on carcass component of different gender in

Thaistyle cutting
SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 50.94 2547 5.12* 0.015
Error 21 104.48 498
Total 23 - 15542

Appendix table 58 Analysis of variance of fat on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 43.35 21.68 331+ 0.03
Error 21 137.46 6.55
Total 23 : 180.81

Appendix table 59 Analysisofvarianceofabdominal fatoncarcasscomponent of different genderin Thai style cutting

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.15 0.08 036 0.71
Error 21 4.51 0.22
Total 23 4.67

Appendix table 60 Analysis of variance of skin on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV daf SS - MS F Sig. of F
Treatment ' 2 16.16 8.08 4.04% 0.02
Error 21 41.96 2.00

Total 23 58.12
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Appendix table 61 Analysis of variance of bone on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV df §s MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 12.82 6.41 1.36 0.28
Error 21 98.92 471 '
Total 23 111.75

Appendix table 62 Analysis of variance of foot on carcass component of different gender in Thai style cutting

SOV df SS MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 1.71 0.85 4.56* 0.02
Error 21 3.93 0.19
Total 23 5.64

Appendix table 63 Analysis of variance of meat on loin chop tissue composition of different gender

sov df 88 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 162.37 81.19 2.03 0.06
Error 21 839.88 39.99
Total 23 1002.25

Appendix table 64 Analysis of variance of fat on loin chop tissue composition of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 137.47 68.74 4.14* 0.01
Error ' 21 348.66 16.60 '

Total 23 486.14

" Appendix table 65 Analysis of variance of bone on loin chop tissue composition of different gender

SOV daf S8 MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 47.69 23.84 1.68 0.21
Error 21 297.44 14,16

Total 23 345.13
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Appendix table 66 Analysis of variance of skin on loin chop tissue composition of different gender

SOV daf SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.24 0.62 0.48 0.63
Error 21 27.28 1.30
TFotal 23 28.52

Appendix table 67 Analysis of variance of pH 45 min. post mortern of semimembranosus M. of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 027 0.14 0.69 0.51
Error 21 4.10 0.20
Total 23 4.37

Appendix table 68 Analysis of variance of pH 45 min. post mortem of Jorgissimus dorsi M. of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.37 019 0.73 0.50
Error 21 5.40 026
Total 23 5.77

Appendix table 69 Analysisofvariance of pH 24 hr. post mortem of semimembranosus M. of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.14 0.07 2.12 0.15
Error 21 0.61 0.03 '

Total 23 0.75

Appendix table 70 Analysis of variance of pH 24 hr. post mortem of longissimus dorsi M. of different gender

SOV daf S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.11 0.05 225 0.13
Error 21 0.46 0.02

Total 23 0.56
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Appendix table 71 Analysis of variance of lurﬁinosity (L*) at 48 hr. post mortem of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 12.25 6.12 025 0.78
Error 21 505.69 24,08
Total 23 517.94

Appendix table 72 Analysis of variance of red-green index (a*) at 48‘hr. post mortem of different gender

SOV daf $S MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.80 0.90 0.36 0.70
Error 21 52.38 249
Total 23 5418

Appendix table 73 Analysis of variance of yellow-blue index (b*) at 48 hr. post mortem of different gender

SOV Df 88 MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 495 248 0.86 0.44
Error 21 60.72 2.39
Total 23 65.67

Appendix table 74 Analysis of variance of drip loss of loin chop on different gender

sov Df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 14.73 136 0.42 0.66
Error 21 368.05 17.53 ‘

Total 23 - 382.78

Appendix table 75 Analysis of variance of thawing loss of loin chop on differcnt gender

SOV - Df S8 MS F Sig. of ¥
Treatment 2 16.34 8.17 0.38 0.68
Error 21 445.91 '21.23

Total 23 462.24
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Appendix table 76 Analysis of variance of boiling loss of loin chop on different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 221.02 11051 9.96%* 0.001
Error 21 232.90 11.09
Total 23 453.92

Appendix table 77 Analysis of variance of grilling loss of loin chop on different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 31.83 15.92 0.71 0.50
Error 21 472,19 22.48
Total 23 504.02

Appendix table 78 Analysis of variance of maximum shear force of loin chop on different gender

SOV df 58 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 39391 196.95 7.24%* 0.004
Error 21 571.09 27.20
Total 23 965.00

S~

Appendix table 79 Analysis of variance of total energy to shear force of loin chop on different gender

Sov df 88 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.006 0.003 5.26 0.014
Error 221 0.012 0.00066
Total 23 0.018

Appendix table 80 Analysis of variance of extension to shear force of loin chop on different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 2.92 1.46 1.47 0.25
Error 21 20.82 0.99

Total 23 23.74
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Appendix table 81 Analysis of variance of moisture on nutritive value of loin chop of different gender

SOV daf SS MS ¥ Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.15 0.07 0.075 0.93
Error 21 20.63 0.98
Total 23 20,78

Appendix table 82 Analysis of variance of protein on nutritive value of loin chop of different gender

sov df Ss MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.22 0.11 0.20 0.82
Error 21 11.83 0.56
Total 23 12.05

Appendix table 83 Analysis of variance of fat on nutritive value of loin chop of different gender

SOV df Ss MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 4.78 239 3.09 0.04*
Error 21 16.22 0.77
Total 23 21.00

Appendix table 84 Analysis of variance of maximum force on fat firmness of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 38952536 19476268 7.28 0.004*
Error 21 56168839 2674706.6 '

Total 23 95121375

Appendix table 85 Analysis of variance of total energy on fat firmness of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 202946 1014.73 7.66 0.003*
Error 21 2781.52 132.45

Total 23 4810.98
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Appendix table 86 Analysis of variance of extension to fat firmness of different gender

sov df SS MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 4.33 2.16 2.67 0.09
Error 21 i7.01 0.81
Total 23 21.34

Appendix table 87 Analysis of variance of pascal (Pa, N/m’) on fat firmness of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 9.77x 10" 4.88x10" 7.10 0.004*
Error 21 1.44x10" 6.88x10°
Total 23 242x 10"

Appendix table 88 Analysis of variance of TBA value of fat to kept at 0 day of different gender

SOV df 58 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.049 0.024 0.29 0.75
Error 21 1.75 0.083

Total 23 ‘ 1.80

Appendix table 89 Analysis of variance of TBA value of fat to kept at 7 day of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.22 0.11 0.82 0.45
Error 21 - 2.84 0.14
Total 23 3.06

Appendix table 90 Analysis of variance of TBA value of fat to kept at 14 day of different gender

SOV df S5 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.15 0.076 0.18 0.84
Error _ 21 8.77 0.42 '

Total 23 8.93
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Appendix table 91 Analysis of variance of TBA value of meat to kept at 0 day of different gender

F Sig. of F

SOV df
Treatment 2
Error 21
Total 23

0.001 0.999

Appendix table 92 Analysis of variance of TBA value of meat to kept at 7 day of different gender

F Sig. of F

SOV df
Treatment 2
Error 21
Total 23

0.90 0.42

Appendix table 93 Analysis of variance of TBA value of meat to kept at 14 day of different gender

F Sig. of F

SOV df
Treatment 2
Error 21
Total 23

1.21 0.32

Appendix table 94 Analysis of variance of skatole concentration in backfat of different gender

F Sig. of F

SOV df
Treatment 2
Error 21
Total 23

5.09 0.01

Appendix table 95 Analysis of variance of testosterone concentration in plasma of different gender

F _ Sig. of F

SOV df
Treatment 2
Error 21

Total 23

5.74 0.01 .
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Appendix table 96 Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on dry matter (DM) at growing stage of

different gender
SOV df SS MS ¥ Sig. of F
Treatment 2 2.59 1.30 0.17 0.85
Error 3 23.39 7.80
Total 5 25.99

Appendix table 97 Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on crude protein (CP) at growing stage

of different gender
SOV df 88 MS F Sig, of F
Treatment 2 11.78 5.89 0.46 067
Error 3 38.56 12.85
Total 5 50.34

Appendix table 98  Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on dry ether extract (EE) at growing stage

of different gender

SOV df . 8§ MS F Sig. of F -
Treatment 2 150.14 7507 1.51 0.35
Error 3 149.04 49.68
Total 5 299.19

Appendix table 99 Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on crude fiber (CF) at growing stage of

different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 144.47 7224 0.60 0.61
Error 3 364.34 121.45

Total 5 508.81
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Appendix table 100  Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on nitrogen free extract (NFE) at

growing stage of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 191 0.95 073 0.55
Error 391 1.30
Total 5 5.81

Appendix table 101 Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on dry matter (DM) at finishing stage
of different gender
SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 7.32 3.66 11.59 0.039*
Error 0.95 0.32
Total 5 827
Appendix table 102 Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on crude protein (CP) at finishing stage
of different gender
SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 30.36 15.18 2847 0.011*
Error 1.60 0.53
Total 5 31.96

Appendix table 103

Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on dry ether extract (EE) at finishing

stage of different gender
SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 22.12 11.06 0.80 0.53
Error _ 3 41.46 13.32
Total 5 63.58
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Appendix table 104 Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on crude fiber (CF) at finishing stage

of different gender

SOV df SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 89.10 44.55 1.01 046
Error 3 132.18 44.06
Total 5 221.28

Appendix table 105 Analysis of variance of digestibility coefficient on nitrogen free extract (NFE) at

finishing stage of different gender

Sov df Ss MS ¥ Sig. of F
Treatment 2 2.60 1.30 2417 0.014*
Error 3 0.16 0.05
Total 5 2.76

Appendix table 106  Analysis of variance of total digestible nutrient (TDN) at growing stage of different gender

Sov df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 599 2.99 051 0.65
Error 3 17.69 5.90
Total 5 23.68

Appendix table 107  Analysis of variance of total digestible nutrient (TDN) at finishing stage of different gender

SOV df Ss MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 1.95 0.97 647 0.082
Error 3 0.45 0.15

Total 5 2.40
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Appendix table 108  Analysis of variance of digestible energy (DE) at growing stage of different gender

SOV af SS MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.07 0.04 1.07 0.44
Error 3 0.08 0.03
Total 5 0.18

Appendix table 109 Analysis of variance of digestible encrgy (DE) at finishing stage of different gender

SOV df S8 MS F Sig. of F
Treatment 2 0.01 0.005 0.86 0.51
Error 3 0.02 0.006

Total 5 0.03
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