USIGET BEAAVICUR IH
£, PIHEY)S

CHIVEESIDAD CECA IIERCE

CALZ. IEL-TUE3C 7 1,100, Iocai:

I.F,

1LCC, 32TICO,

It Las elways been stated that the optimal mar
ket weight for swine should range from S0 to
11C kgs.. 1In Canada, Sather et al (1980) re_
portc that the maximm ransge is as far as 90
kge., end Grizes and Carlisle (1975), have --
repcerted that traditionally in the United —-—-
Stctes the narkei wei ht is hetweer 1(0-110
kEgs.. A1l tiis coosunicaticns and criterion
comes To us in a direet influence, but the --
conzercial wei his in Zexicc heve a wider ran_
ge, from 90-to 1BC kgs., this situation turns
to an indifferent defined market., llartin el
al (153C), in an evaluation of carcass compo-
gition and meat quality, nede their observa-
tions of weights ranging from 75 to 137 kes,,
and they observed that zilts had leaner car-
casses tian barrows, but at the zoment of —=-

sacrifice, barross kad a coircnsation wilh --

kizher me:zhis to —zrketl at the sane aze; ihe
Testlts at those ranzes of weizhl mere thatl at
73 1gs. thera was a 71 5 yield and at 157 izgs.
3{ was only of 65 L, the difference was =ain-
1y pecause of the linear deposition of f£at --
that exisis ith weizht and age. In .exico,
we seek for leaner carcasses, but there is an
econouzic congideration also for fat, the yield
of meat ia heavy weizhtg is well accepted, al-
though ther:c are chanzes like: darker neat --
color, less perccntage drip and hisher pale -
soft exudative scores in barrous.

In the siate of ruebla, where toere is a no-
derate dry climate ziih e seratures betwmeen
3°C and 3G°C and ‘a mean of 17°Z. a %oial of
574 pigs zerc avo_umzod in T irisls wiih
conirol each one of Ihem; the objecetive mas to
check up the behaviour {o market from thes re-
sult of the crosses of Large Jhite and Landrac
the farm could be deseribei as a total inten-
ive confined unit, for which high yield of -
profits are to be cbiained in account of the
anortizetion of all the economic structure,
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It was evaluated every 15 day afier weaning
©ill market weight, considering: average daily
gain (iDG), feed efficiency (F5} and economic
ccst per kg. (ECK). There was no difference
of sexes stated, barrows and gilis were on the
sane circumstance, the control groups were on
a commercizl diet and it was important to ob-
tain the criterion on thig matter towards our
farm diets. It was only the evaination of -
behaviour, without taking into consideration
the carcass qualities and yields at sacrifice.

sccording to Robimson (1279) and what it =es
observed, the growth patiern of swine posi-
weaning was linear im zeight cained, but in -
<ailly geirvs there wsere different effects which
can be explained by z quadrati- and a cubie
model, these effects in some instances were
explained by different facts:

1, 3pace probleus

2. Changes in the diet or in the ingredients
3. Differznce in gizes

4, Disease :roblens

5. lianagerment

x rirpe-duringe
tke irials but there were pari of the observa-
+io i

ms to be considersd,
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There was a positive correlation between what
happened with daily sain and feed efficiency,
but there was a linear response on a-e, weigit
and consuzption on account of = zajor wasie of
=etabolizable energy for maintenance, Sather
et al (193C).
Cn-<ine econczic cost per ks, ,
tion and on the whole result, innortant
“o nmention that the &ifferen cts befors ~—-
stated had a itrenencdous i :dact, which nost of
ihe pig breeders and swine practitioners have
a very rercte idea, now toush ean be a bad de-
cision or a vrovlex of nanagement. “The econc-
nic cost was considered with different market
weights, and there was an added return above
feed costs per hog, at low grain costs and -
hizgh prices for swine; it is inlteresting to
mention that the level curves ex-lained by
Joliy et 21 {1.32), on which he eonsidered t=o
iypes of farms and that 2 minicom feed cost -
and zaxiru= value of fhe piz, only permiis 7
10 9 kgs. more per Log, than when narket »ri-
ges are low, very different values of what we
obtained,
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tarket weishits and feesd perfor-ane in order 1o
obtain the zexiru: econcmic return, should be
on constant evaluatioa in every swine farn, i
crder to get to the eriterion of market wei
which 7ill he hizhly corrclationated with
type of pig, feed cosis and season of the ve
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