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Pig breeding, selection 
and hvbridisation in 

Yúgoslavia 

Zirovad 

Institute of Breeding and Genetics - Belgrade - Yugoslavia 

has been  a  very important  branch  of 
agriculture in  Yugoslavia.  During  the  last  fifteen 
y e a r s ,   t h e   n u m b e r  o f  p i g s   p r o d u c e d   h a s  
considerably  increased  and  this growth  shows  a 
tendency of accelerating. As can be seen in  Table 1, 
the  number  ofpigs  was highest i n  1984: more than 
14 million.  However,  due  to  a  general  crisis in 
agriculture,  as  well  as  poor  meat  prices,  the 
number  ofpigs decreased in 1985. 

By  means of  long-term  planning for  the  period  up 
to  the  year 2000, pig  production  is expected to reach 
16 million  at that time. 

in  Yugoslavia occurs in both  the 

farms,  especially  larger  ones,  with  up-to-date 
technology,  are and  will  no  doubt  continue to be a 
stable part  of production.  This  is particularly 
important  when  the  production of goods and meat 
is in question. The  number of pigs  and sows  has 
considerably  increased  on  publicly-owned  farms: 
from 1970 to 1984 it  jumped  from l to 2.2 million 
animals.  The  proportion of pigs  and sows from the 
public sector in  the total  population  was 18.5% and 
9.470, respectively, in 1970, and 25.6% and  12.3% 
i n  1985. than one quarter of the total number 
ofpigs were on  publicly-owned  farms  in 1986. 

W h a t   i s   c e r t a i n l y   m o r e   i m p o r t a n t   i s   t h e  
productivity of sows  and  meat  production in  the 

slaughter,  with  a  total  live  weight of about 270,000 
tons, were  recently  delivered from the public sector. 

could  therefore be concluded  that  approximately 
10-1290 of sows  produce  about of pork 

supplies 50-60% of  the  market  pig  surplus  which  is 
slaughtered  at  slaughterhouses. 

The  total  number of pig  farms in Yugoslavia,  
ranging  from  the  smallest  and  the  oldest  ones  to  the 
largest and  most  contemporary, about 200. The 
capacities of these farms  varies  widely,  ranging 
from 40 to 6,000 sows, or from to over 100,000 
fattened  pigs  annually. 

There  are  extremely good possibil i t ies  for  pig 
selection in  Yugoslavia  offered by publicly-owned 
farms  possessing  large  breeding  herds,  with  the 
most  important  breeds,   testing  stations  and 
professional  personnel. 

- Organisation of pig breeding 

which 
by the Yugoslav 

Only 
by 

it is 
by 

of 
stock must sat is fy   the  fo l lowing 

conditions: 

1. To by national 

~- ~ 
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2. To of high 

the  national  pig  population, based  on 

capability, 

3. To 

methodology, 

To  possess a of animals 
of 

5. To dispose of 

of 

6. To have 
set up tasks of in  the 

of pigs. 

the choice of be 
depend on 

levels at the  beginning of 

is being applied. 
changing of is done by the 

of 
On the  basis of the 

chosen 

of 
of 

as well 
of 

the 

Elite - of the  highest 

capability,  systematic  selection  and  planned 
is a 

of to 
it must  exceed  the 
the  pig  population  in 

by 

not able 
all 

be established to multiply  the  limited 

of animals the 

to supply 

be 
pig  population by 0.5 deviation. 

The basic task of 

- 
the of is no 
selection 
those  animals  unsuitable 

is 

supplied  out of so that   the 
thus achieved is 

to the whole population. 

of 

implemented in 
a of the 

most  basic 

1. An effective test - 
test on 
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2. An  emphasis on of economic 
3. A  selection  index to  combine the 
in  an 

A of test faci l i t ies on t he  

5. An  intense  selection of test 

Testing  and  selection of breeding  animals 

following to 
be 

of dams; 
- testing of 

Fertility  and  mothering  ability of dams 

a on the economics 
of i t  is to 

it. 

achieved by a sow 
is low. 

sows 

Books. The  evaluation is 
includes: 

of 
- of 

of pigs or 
of pigs  weaned; 

- weight of one  day of age; 
-weight of at of age; 
- weight of piglet at one  day, 21 or 28 days 
of age. 

a tendency 
of the  evaluation of the 

of dams  has been 
been confined to two only, 

of 
at 21 of piglets  and 

the weight of 21 days of of 
this  evaluation, as well as body 

selection of sows as t he   dams  of the  next 

a 
the 

used as 

with 
is, ten  piglets  in  the 

second is in 
the with at 

least  eight  piglets  in  the namely,  nine  piglets 
in  the second 

l 

- Testing of breeding animals 

\ l  
is 

of testing: \1 

1. 
2. Sib  testing,  and 
3. 

now being 
combined. A of two 

will be 
a a gilt  which  will  be  tested  and 

- a  total of 
- all by a 
test on test is 
than of 

testing,  and  the  emphasis will 
of 

gilts. 

selected the  station 
any of them  have achieved a live  weight of 25 kg. 

at 30 kg of live 
weight. l 

l 

penned and fed individually 
libitum or twice a For 
feeding of pigs we used two only in  the 
Slovenia is one used. is used 

60 kg  live  weight; 
kg  live weight, is used.  We 

have  about and 
15% 

30-100 
at 

the of is 
of gilts on On 

was 1973 

options 
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penned and fed ad libitum 
in 

of backfat 
and  sidefat  thickness. On it is easy to 

at the  end of 

the  amount of food fed is it costs 
a 

All 

Only 
side of as 

which should be as 
follows: 

- age of at 

- feed  efficiency; 
-length of 1st 
pubis); 
- backfat  thickness as of 

loin); 
of 

13th  and 

-yield of lean  meat in of 
meat  and bones in  ham; 
- yield of 
- 

Estimation of breeding value in pigs 

of 
of 

s u m  of points 
of 

used. 

Taking  into efficiency of 
computed  indices,  a  selection  index  which  includes 
dai ly  gain (FC) and 

estimation of of 
Vojvodina, as it 

genotype 
= 0.50). 

1 = 12.61 1.65 XFC - 

food 
adjusted to a constant  weight  (100  kg). 

it difficult  to 
at at 

of 
of a selection 

index based 
of s o m e  of t h e s e  

is defined as a deviation 
of animals  tested  at  the 

same  time, of 
animals). 

values  can 
even be 

to 100. 

animal  using  the following 

=-  +is 

= = 
calculated  index  value, i = the 

= of 
the  calculated  index, = of 

is = 
of the index (100). 

The index,  based on  daily  gain backfat (BF) 
and side fat (SF) is of gilts  tested 
on 

= 0.405 - 4,316 - 3,584 XSF 

to of a 
used: 

= - 154 XFU - 24 + 36 Xcs 

= 0.9 - 172  XFU- 25 

= 12 - 12 XFU - 18 

= daily  gain, FU = feed 
gain, = CS = 
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The choice of used in of 
is done on the  basis of index  value. 

1.5 

developed. The index 
is: 

11 = 462 -I- 0.45 - 1.74 XFT - 2.04 XBF 

= days on test, XFT = feed on test  and 
= 

calculating  the  index (12)  of 
all is included  in  the 
calculation, i.e. own 
and of his 

be  included  in  the  index (13). 

of 
at the  station of Combine 
is also  done on 

is by for 
Applied  Science 

of as well 
as 2 

a tendency of 

Tables and 5 show of 

food 
in Vojvodina 

of 
1985 (2,360 animals), while about 7,500 

to showed 
the  highest  daily  gain (976 food 

(2.53 the  last few 
as by had 

it was  the  lowest 

Yugoslav 

The of now 
been tested a t  
with  a  capacity of 466 

Table 6. 

to quality  and 
economics. 

tests Slovenia shown in 
Table 7. 

showed good in  age  at  the  end of test, 
daily  gain  and food 

by 
slightly. 

of 

the 
is a 

weight of 56-65 kg.  All the pigs  which showed low 
food 

39-52% of 
been excluded 

(Table 8). 

A second selection is 
completed this  test, on the  basis of obtained 
and index  value, as well as and 

shown that 
about 8% of used 10% 

26% 

is 
a t  

- of pigs 

The is now often  used  to 
specific 

lines,  the  main  advantages of which 
is an  essential method 

l 

l 

l 

l 

i 

i 

l 

l 

l 
l 

i 

l 
l 

l 

l 

l 

~ 
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of of of low 
A of 

of 
following 

estimates estimates 

10 10 

30 
50 
30 
50 

% % 

20 20 

O O 

1. Choice of Breeds  and  Crossing  System 

to it is 
way as to 

and non-additive effects 
of an individual  and its As additive effects 

of economic 
to choice to 

which 

by meatiness,  intensive  gain  and 
high food should be used. These 

of 

is good to expect that 
of will show a 

of be to 
dominace or of 

common too distant  past,  then 
no that  they will show a  high 

of 

(S), Yugoslav 
(Y), (N), 

of these 
possesses by 

methods  one 
tends to of 

only  a of 
is achieved,  that  which is evident  in  piglet 

double 

is, 
of 

influence of As 
it has 

been in Yugoslavia  to use a 
to  avoid this.  Each 

of its 

to 

2. 

become 

cannot be planned  without it. 

a t  20 publicly-owned 
than 19,500 sows, 45% 

of F1 females,  Swedish 

a 
of 

to F1 
of of 

of some 
combinations given in Table 9. 

to effects of 

of at 
21 9-10 piglets, 

was 
of 

shown  in Table 10. 

The  highest  daily  gain  was and 
combinations. Food show 

achieved  with 

as 
of 

been most 

options 
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Crossbreeding  programmes 

Serbia 

G S¿ X L? 
B N X L 
H G X Y 

B"b SIL 
X 

H .c "2 
G(S1L) 
B (SIL) 

H (S/L) 
(N/L) 

H(Gff) 

Croatia 

B 

Slovenia 

X G S X L 

P D 

\\ 

L X S 

X us 
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The most Vojvodina, 
now about 45% of to 2.70% age at 

(Table 100 kg up  to 9.12% of 
piglets,  and food consumption 1 kg  of 

Yugoslav 30 kg up  to 100 by 4.5%. 
used  on the  female 

side the of 

and used. 

shown  in Table 12. 

1982 new 

shown in Table 14. 

with combinations. 

effect 

be Table 13 that 25% of sows on 
publicly-owned 
and 75% of Swedish 

on  publicly-owned They 
of 

Swedish 
vice versa, as well as one of 

as 
a 

found out, by 
the 

of 
(7.01%, 8.60% and 9.03%) 

1964. 

used in  investigations to find  out 

daily  gain,  and 
food 30 kg  up  to 100 kg  was 

0.21 6% 
as 

show 
live  weight  was 33.7% 
32.8% This  means 
1,065 

As is 
shown in  Table 15. 

can  also be that,  among  tested 
in 

with showed 
food (6.48%) 

than 
live  weight  was 34.8% 

33.8% 
1,350 

On the  basis of data it was  concluded 
that 60.5% of on  publicly- 

was 

Out of 16 now has  l i t t le  inf luence  on 
by of 

has  been done. 
which have  been  extensively  used in of 

1973. with the too 

options medi 
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may  have 

- Conclusion: the influence of 
testing and selection 
on commercial pigs 

is difficult to of testing 
and selection  on the population of 

of the 
a testing  scheme would 

be a 

to obtained 
the last be 

of the  pig population 
in Yugoslavia.. Table 2 
indicate 
gain  and food of backfat 

of eye  muscle 
of 

population of fattening 
by 

(Table 16). 
was 

to Yougoslav 

in 
(Table 17) of 

was  tied  to 
a 

is 
was made  in  daily  gain  and food 

but little 

(Table 18) 
food of a l l  

pigs, gilts, sows and 

of backfat  thickness (Table 19). the 

in  the  same the 
stock 

as an  est imate of genet ic  
as 

been  applied to date, 
no evaluation of this has been  made. 

GajiC Z., Stankovik, GajiC, ßaSajski, Anastasijovie, 

1981. odgajivafko-selekcijskog u 
zajednica za 

Gajid Z., Zaletel 1986. meleienje svinja, 
nepu-blikovani 

za Novi Sad. u 
Vojvodini. GodiSnji izveStaji 1980 - 1985. 

1984. 

za nauke u Selekcija 

u 1982. i 1985 
godini. 

Janeh, Z. Z. Vugljenovit, 1979. 
Osnovni gojidbene u 

glasnik, 2. 

selekcijski 
uzgojno - selekcijskog 

u svinjogojstvu GodiSnji izvegtaji 1980-1984. 

StatistiEki godiSnjak Jugoslavije - 1985. 

A. and F. Zagoien, 1977. Selekcijski 
v Sloveniji. za 

A. i : S 

posyetovanje ob za 
Slovenije, 1984. 

A. i : 

fakulteta za 1984. 

A., 1985. Svinjogojstvo njegova 

u  godinama 1986 - 1990. 39: (7-8)  269- 277. 
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Table 1: Pig population 
(in thousands) 

Y e a r  
1970  1975  1980  1984  1985 

1-  ~ 

Total number of pigs 5  544  7 683 7 502 9 337 8 6731 

Sows and gilts for  breeding 958 1 375 1 238 1 523 3501 
Boars for breeding 

Pigs slaughtered annually 

46   57   47   54   46  

8 786 12 518  13 O90 14 418 -- 

Source: Yugoslav statistical yearbook 1970-85 

Table 2: Some results performance tested boars in Serbia 

No. of boars tested 

Age at the end of test  (days) 

Daily gain (g) 

Food conversion (kg) 

Average backfat (mm) 

Eye muscle area (cm 2) 

Y e a r  
1974  1981  1982  1983  1984  1985 

223  71 4 826  940  1 134 1 012 

176.00  170.40  168.60  167.00  168.20 165.00 

836  863  869 878 865  87 7 

3.1  2 2.92  2.87  2.86  2.92  2.83 

2.84  2.21 2.1 7  2.15  2.08  2.04 

3.31  3.48  3.47  3.56 3.75  3.81 

Source: Annual reports  1984 and 1985 

options méditerranéennes 
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Table 4: Performance test results in Vojvodina 
Food conversion from 30 to 100 live weight (kg) 

Breed 

Large White 

Dutch Landrace 

Swedish Landrace 

Yugoslav  Meat  Breed 

German  Landrace 

Spotted Meat  Line 

Piétrain 

Belgium Landrace 

Duroc 

Hampshire 

Crossbreeds 

Y e a r  1 
1980  1981  1982  1983  1984  1985 

X X X X X X 
- - - 

2.83 

3.09 

2.86 

2.91 

2.79 

2.83 

-- 

2.74 

2.84 

2.93 

3.23 

2.81 

2.93 

2.82 

2.88 

2.82 

2.98 

-- 

2.80 

2.97 

2.90 

2.92 

2.76 

3.1  3 

2.85 

2.93 

2.87 

2.96 

h_ 

2.80 

2.76 

2.92 

2.80 

2.70 

3.30 

2.66 

2.95 

2.88 

2.92 

-- 

2.81 

2.62 

2.89 

2.66 

2.64 

2.89 

2.65 

3.03 

2.71 

3.02 

2.87 

2.77 

2.88 

2.78 

2.89 

2.66 

3.09 

2.68 

3.03 

2.70 

3.1 2 

2.74 

2.69 

2.53 

2.75 

2.88 

2.88  2.84  2.83  2.82  2.74 2.791 

Source: Livestock Research Institute, Novi Sad, 1985 

options  méditerranéennes 
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Table 5: Performance test results in Vojvodina 

Breed 

Large  White 

Dutch  Landrace 

Swedish  Landrace 

Yugoslav  Meat  Breed 

German  Landrace 

Spotted  Meat  Line 

Piétrain 

Belgium  Landrace 

Duroc 

Hampshire 

Crossbreeds 

AVERAGE 

Ultrasonic backfat thickness (mm) 

Y e a r  
1980  1981  1982  1983  1984  1985 - - 

Ultrasonic backfat thickness (mm) 

Y e a r  
1980  1981  1982  1983  1984  1985 - - 

X X X X X X 
- 

2.43 

24.90 

23.80 

22.50 

23.80 

22.40 

_ _  
21.20 

22.1 o 

23.90 

25.50 

2.49  2.47 

25.20  25.40 

24.1 O 24.20 

22.00  22.30 

24.60  24.20 

22.40  22.60 

-- _ _  
22.90  22.00 

24.70  22.40 

23.30  23.60 

24.00  24.80 

2.49 

25.50 

24.30 

23.1 O 

24.90 

22.90 

-- 

23.60 

24.00 

23.80 

25.1 O 

2.53 

26.1 O 

24.40 

23.20 

25.1 O 

22.70 

23.20 

23.80 

24.50 

24.20 

24.80 

2.46 

25.00 

23.80 

,23.60 

24.30 

23.20 

22.60 

23.30 

24.70 

24.1 O 

24.00( l 
- 

23.80  24.20  24.10  24.50  24.70  24.1 O 
l 

Source: Livestock Research Institute, Novi Sad,  1985 

options  méditerranéennes 
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Table 6: Performance test results in Croatia 

Breed 

Large  White 
Swedish  Landrace 
German Landrace 
Dutch  Landrace 
Belgium  Landrace 
Crossbreeds 

Large  White 
Swedish  Landrace 
German  Landrace 
Dutch  Landrace 
Belgium  Landrace 
Crossbreeds 

Large  White 
Swedish  Landrace 
German Landrace 
Dutch  Landrace 
Belgium  Landrace 
Crossbreeds 

Y e a r  

- 
n X n X X n X 

Daily  gain  (g) 

' 

Food  conversion  (kg) 

Ultrasonic  backfat  thickness  (mm) 

Source:  Annual reports 

options  méditerranéennes 
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Table 7 :  Performance test  results in Slovenia (lan) 

Y e a r  

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 

1980 
1981 

982 
983 
984 
985 

980 
98  1 
982 
983 
i 984 
1985 

Swedish  Landrace  Large  White  German  Landrace  Crossbreeds 
n X n X n X n 

- 
X 

356 
238 
28 1 
221 
144 
298 

356 
238 
28  1 
221 
144 
298 

356 
238 
28  1 
22  1 
144 
298 

356 
238 
28  1 
221 
144 
298 

168.00 71 171.50 
162.00 9 4  169.40 
163.90 114 170.00 
155.20 8 7  158.50 
i 56.90 7 9  158.20 
162.20 96 164.10 

Age at the end test weight  (days) 
181 162.30 
238 160.00 
266 159.40 
239 155.00 
240 152.60 
245 159.30 

852 
859 
847 
91 o 
91  8 
905 

3.1 3 
3.02 
2.99 
2.82 
2.87 
2.87 

22.60 
22.1 o 
20.00 
21 .o0 
20.70 
20.1 o 

Daily gain 30 to 
71  865 
94  883 

114 893 
8 7  969 
79 922 
96 900 

100 kg live weight  (g) 
181 ,955 
238 937 
266 976 
239 990 
240 966 
245 933 

Food  conversion  per kg gain  (kg) 
71 2.99 181 3.00 
94 2.87 238 2.89 

114 2.93 266 2.87 
8 7  2.76 239 2.77 
79 2.80 240 2.78 
96 2.85 245 2.78 

Ultrasonic backfat thickness  (mm) 
71 20.10 181 22.80 
94 19.30 238 22.00 

114 18.60 266 20.60 
8 7  19.40 239 20.80 
79 20.00 240 20.90 
96 18.50 245 19.70 

~~~~ 

Source: Annual reports 1980 - 1985 
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Table 8: Selection  intensity 

Selection at kg: 

No. pigs tested 

Selected (Y) 

Culled 

Selection  at kg: 

No. of pigs tested 

Selected (%) 

Elite  herds 

A. I. (Yo) 

Commercial  herds (YO) 

Culled (“h) 

y 

Source:  Annual  reports - 

options  méditerranéennes 
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Table 9: Reproductive  characteristics of some combinations 
of crosses  (Serbia) 

Characteristics 
~~ ~~ ~~ ~ 

Number of litters 

Number of pigs per litter 

Number of pigs  born  alive 

Number of still born pigs 

Number of pigs at days 

Number of pigs lost days 

Percentage days (%) 

Weight  per litter at birth (kg) 

Weight per  pig at birth (kg) 

Weight per litter at days  (kg) 

Weight  per pig at days  (kg) 

C o m b i n a t i o n s  
(S/L) G 

.21 

122 

. l  

Source:  Gajic et al., 

options  méditerranéennes 
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Table 10: Fattening and carcass characteristics of 
some combinations of crosses (Serbia) 

Characteristics 

\lumber of pigs 

nitial body  weight (kg) 

-inal body  weight  (kg) 

-ength of fattening  (days) 

4ge at slaughter  (days) 

laily gain (g) 

-ood conversion  (kg) 

laily feed intake  (kg) 

of pigs  slaughtered 

Neight of chilled carcass  (kg) 

>arcass length (cm) 

3ackfat  thickness (mm) 

Eye  muscle  area (cm2) 

Meat of ham  (kg) 

Meat of EMA (kg) 

Meat of shoulder  (kg) 

Meat in carcass  (kg) 

Fatty tissue (kg) 

Bones  (kg) 

Percent  meat in carcass (“A) 

C o m b i n a t i o n s  
B (WL) (S/L) H D (S/L) 

1 1 3  

29.84 

99.93 

94.87 

177.84 

739 

3.31 

2.44 

1 1 3  

78.35 

79.92 

32.15 

25.08 

13.72 

3.58 

8.1 6 

41.14 

25.1 3 

5.85 

52.51 

8 6  

29.91 

99.93 

88.13 

170.72 

795 

3.23 

2.56 

83 

78.1  9 

81.58 

3 1.32 

33.70 

13.28 

3.48 

8.00 

40.38 

25.66 

6.04 

51.64 

121 

30.04 

100.33 

88.32 

170.1  7 

796 

3.1 6 

2.52 

120 

78.75 

80.39 

30.94 

35.01 

i 3.74 

3.50 

8.36 

42.39 

24.1 O 

6.1 2 

53.82 

29.72 

99.89 

89.76 

169.1 O 

782 

9 

2.49 

120 

78.60 

79.67 

34.1 O 

31.82 

12.78 

3.34 

7.92 

39.71 

26.38 

5.99 

50.68 I 
Source: Gajid et al., 1986 
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Table 12: Difference in mean  performance 
(Crossbreeds - Pure  breeds) 

Number of litters - Pure  breeds 
- Crossbreeds 

Number born alive - Fure breeds 
- Crossbreeds 

Difference 

Number at days - Fure breeds 
- Crossbreeds 

Difference 

lost weeks - Pure  breeds 
- Crossbreeds 

1 

Source: Livestock Research  Institute, Novi Sad, 
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Table 14: Reproductive,  fattening and  carcass  characteristics 
of some combinations of crosses (Slowenia) 

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

Number of litters 

Number of pigs per litter 
Number of pigs born alive 
Number  of still  born pigs 

Number  of pigs weaned 
Percentage loss (%) 

Weight per pig at weaning  (kg) 

Number  of pigs 
Length of fattening (days) 
Daily gain (g) 
Food conversion (kg) 
Weight at slaughter 
Weight of  warm carcass (kg) 
Weight  of chilled carcass (kg) 
Carcass length. (cm) 
Backfat thickness (mm) 
Eye  muscle area (crn2) 
Meat  and  bones  of  ham  (kg) 
Fat tissue of  ham  (kg) 
Untrimmed ham  (kg) 

Number of pigs 
Corrected weight of warm carcass (kg) 
Backfat thickness (mm) 

Loin 
Midback 
TOTAL 

Kg lean in carcass 
% lean in carcass 
% lean in live weight 

Source: Salehar et al., 

C o m b i n a t i o n s  
P G 
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Table 15: Reproductive, fattening and carcass  characteristics 
of some combinations of crosses (Slovenia) 

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

* First  farrowing 
Number of litters 
Number  of pigs born alive 

Number of litters 
Number of pigs born alive 

Number  of pigs weaned 
Percentage loss (“h) 

* sows 

* Total 

Number of pigs 
Daily gain from birth to 135 kg (g) 
Food conversion from  50-135 kg (kg) 
Age at slaughter (days) 
Weight of warm  carcass  (kg) 
Backfat thickness (mm) 

Loin 
Midback 

Meat  and  bones of  ham  (kg) 
Fat tissue of  ham  (kg) 

Number  of pigs 
Corrected weight of warm carcass (kg) 
Backfat thickness (mm) 

Loin 
Midback 
TOTAL 

Kg lean in carcass 
% lean in carcass 
% lean in live weight 

Source: Salehar et al., 1984 

C o m b i n a t i o n s  
D G 

5 4  
9.1 3 

1 62 
10.48 

8.69 
14.1 

1 os 
9.12 

552 
10.35 

8.3: 
14.4 

3 5  
600 

3.86 
222.8 
11  2.0 

29.0 
26.4 

9.9 
3.4 

3E 
59c 

4.1 1 
230.7 

1086.7 

34.6 
30.4 

8.8 
3.9 

832 
85.0  

20.2 
20.8 
41 .O 
36.0 

42.41 
34.78 

338 
85.0 

24.2 
24.5 
48.7 
35.0 

4 1.24 
33.81 

Table 16: Meat content of  fattening pigs produced on farms 
in Serbia according to YUS 

Meat in 
carcass 

1 9 7 4  
19   81  
1 9 8 2  
1 9 8 3  
1 9 8 4  
1 9 8 5  

,39.7 
41.6 
41.6 
41.9 
41.4 
41.5 

I I I 
Source: Annual reports 1984 and 1985 
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Table 17: Meat content  of  fattening pigs produced on farms 
in Croatia according to YUS 

Y e a r  I No. of pigs Weight at Weight of M e a t   i n  
slaughtered slaughter warm carcass c a r c a s s  

(kg) 

Source: Annual reports 

Table 18: Food conversion ,all categories * of pigs produced 
on the farms in Slovenia 

Weight  at 
Y e a r slaughter  conversion 

. 

I 

(Piglets, fattening pigs, gilts, sows and boars) 

Source: Salehar, 

Table 19: Meat content of fattening pigs produced on farms 
in Slovenia according to YUS 

Fat Thickness  Meat of Meat in 
Y e a r midback + loin * live weight carcass 

(mm) 

l I 

* At kg weight of warm carcass 

Source:  Salehar, 
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