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Effects of Woor1 Black Pig Sire on Growth Performance,
Body Shape, and Retail Cut Yield of Crossbred Pigs
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Table 1. Chemical composition of experimental diets(as fed

basis)
Chemical composition %
Digestible energy(Kcal/kg) 3,400
Crude protein 18.00
Available lysine 0.98
Available methionine+cysteine 0.57
Calcium 0.58
Total phosphorus 0.50
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Table 2. Effects of different terminal

sires
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on growth

performance and days to reach at 90 kg in

crossbred pigs

Items LYD LYW SEM  p-—value
BW, kg
Atd1 41.82 43.06 0.63 0.208
At d 53 95.44 97.81 1.18 0.174
BWG, kg 53.62 54.76 1.28 0.547
ADG, kg 1.01 1.03 0.02 0.547
Days to BW 90 kg 126.03 124.56 1.06 0.344
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Table 3. Effects of different terminal sires on body shape of
crossbred pigs at 90 kg body weight

Items LYD LYW SEM p-—value
Body length, cm 100.00 100.38 0.37  0.493
Body height, cm 59.50 59.75  0.30  0.590
Chest depth, cm 34.38 35.13 0.28 0.079

Backfat thickness, mm 17.29 18.96 0.52 0.040
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Table 4. Effects of different terminal sire on retail cut yield of
crosshred pigs at 90 kg body weight

Items LYD LYW SEM p—value
Dressing, % 73.75 73.98 0.90 0.868
Total meat, % 58.60 57.66 0.73 0.382
Total fat, % 15.16 16.32 0.81 0.360

Primal cut, %

Tenderloin 1.86 1.90 0.04 0.529
Loin 13.85 13.11 0.24 0.050
Boston butt 8.21 8.99 0.19 0.014
Picnic 15.91 16.03 0.33 0.799
Leg 31.08 30.74 0.39 0.558
Pork belly 23.87 24.13 0.41 0.679
Shoulder rib 5.32 5.17 0.10 0.264
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