AN OB
B8 FAL A FF, AW, 4% @ 2571 5o o8 9@ o, 55 %
& gAo) 442Q 4ge vk (Martel 5, 1988; Martens, 1998), wh2tA u]{E A4kl
Aol S Ao R ARAAE FESFEANE, 2 FFo] /P2 Y2 FH e dejn 23
& %o)7] sl FF3 B E o] HTholen, 1996). &8 $-ej}eto] A= Large White
9} Landraced FiE2E09] Duroc 318 2udh A duitge] 714 gol o]&5z glEd, o

L

23k wuj gkl AH A Agrt g1 f3Fo] Bo] vor], 4ASEI wE HAE IS
A7) wiEolch aey ol Y SR SE AT F AFHF Frto] 2HE wFo o]l
o, ZFulol A dEErst g ARHA 84 29 2 vndy A3Er) ¥ Rohy, g, 5
A 22 297t Fo] At E AR A A Aot SA ¢ ol @ 8l AE E Y Ava)
7} 7ol g 7)HEte] W2 UM g E RS n, vty AaR e A4 24 galeko] 3o
B2 %E Yo destn Yk FHS 20029 AFEFFLEUEE g oshy, v
E59 & FYF(71,0458) & AL 50,8172(71.5%), BAL 7,991 E(11.2%)<L A7
it &, SYESY SUlat E59 Alold g Adid A F Aol 2H4E S 93
ARET & ¢ g gekx] 2 QM E FUESH 2 SFd e AdEH e 4P
BAS Aate £ g MES AAEZS AFEI] A9 712 A8 98, Large Whiteo}
Landraceol] 39 @uj-& 574522 Duroc, Berkshire @ BD(F1)& ol &3l ztzte] B ES
Addsta, z A mujaid RES AdsE 2 $3 8 A

2

lﬂﬂh&%

ME H g
S EEFAHAAL A8 (F)71obSE Y Duroc® R AN, AGHGUEG T4 9 Berkshire
T 7l AL FEEol YLD, YLB ¥ BD(F1)E ZF 7 9 7054, 110kg 33| F o2
Barstgich Ee A4dd A s BAGESE §71E TR EE5E HASAES Qe
FEE A 2A g Eo] Aabd BARE AN ASagdpARs eutslo SA,

& Ak
pH, A&7}, 258 9 A 248 B4 519t

FESANFE AL 259 BT 7| Fd AT 74 B9 AMNTE 24

&4 @ Minolta chromameter(Model CR—210, Minolta Co. LTD. Japan)& o] &3t CIE
L"a" b 3t& 54,
~ pH : pH~meter(MP~230, Swizerland) & o] &35l &4
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~ 7t A - Fo FA Aol Ty or gat

— A7}t Universal Testing Machine(Model 3343)& o] £35t¢ £4, o)y 2AL chart
speed: 100mm/min, road cell: 5kgojt}.

- AEat 24 0 A 8E Folch $(1957)9 Wyoz =AWE 5% ¥ Gas chromato—
graphy (6890N, Agilent Tech.)& o] &3to} x4t #4],

- BAEA: oA dojz A& SAS/PC (SAS, 1999)8 o] &8tof BEAFE4 9 Duncan
o oG HA

dnt 2 ug

HA F5E FESY AT &S 2AMG éﬂ}(Tabze 1), YLD 2 BD7} YLBeJ uj&] AHH 4,
A4, dore, foE] 299 F8o] £ AFE HAL, AA 5EE & AFE A
E3] 443 Aol YLD € BDo] & £&¢ L}EMM AL 599 AasF S 7log
Aoz 71 AT pH &3 A7 (Table 2), YLB, YLDo) ul8] BDoJA oA ed & e
e ATHP<0.05). A 02 B& & 24413 5te) pHE St 5 S8 o] A 43E v
A Ao AT dud, =8 AL AP L BedojE e Hx U] AT 8] ¥
g gole wesl e g3 A% Vel 7hgAo] obRidh ® Ay A, ZE #
el six)17]9) ALFE pHu @& 2120, BDY] %-& pH k& 4 2 nydo 3
g nA Ao AlgHA $4 &3 aq(Table 3), B2 & Y& Light—
ness(L* 2] 79 BDo] vl&] YLB ¥ YLD A o)A oz & gho] UrE}‘,&O % (P<0.05),8 4

Z et Redness(a’) ¢ ML E JehYE Yellowness(b")ol 4 o] Al #tolE Ho
Xl 2 ATH(P>0.05). SM&H Aol Yeld BDY W& LG iHlZH HAZEE w9 F

< Ao Algs e, ole BD7F & 50 vl & HAITAH 28 /1A Ao 7]

\Jf& Ao A 8, &L 719 WL v SHJHM 2EHE F89 48 548 e

Table 1. Differences in yield (%) of pork cuts among pig breeds
Yields (%)

Tend
Breeds Belly  Boston Rib Picnic Ham Loin ;:n er Total
oin
BD 11.58 5.30 4.56 10.30 19.07 8.07 1.16 60.13
YLB 11.76 4.91 4.47 9.90 17.36 7.57 1.10 57.07
YLD 12.05 5.16 4.59 10.04 18.45 8.03 1.14 59.45

Table 2. Differences in pH, cooking loss and shear force of loin among pig breeds

Breeds pH Cooking loss (%) Shear force (kg/cm2)

BD 5.71° 32.94° 3.51

YLB 5.62° 32.14° 3.81

YLD 5.60" 29.85" 3.93

" : Means in the same column with different letters are different(P<0.05).
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Table 3. Difference in color (CIE L°, a’, b") of loin among different pig breeds

Meat color
BREED = = -
BD 49.43 7.45 3.30
YLB 51.73" 7.34 3.04
YLD 52.14° 7.32 3.42

" : Means in the same column with different letters are different(P<0.05).

Table 4. Difference in fatty acid composition of loin among different pig breeds

Mynistic Palmitic Palmitol i ic Linoleic Linolenic Arachidoni
and acid eiacI acti(:i S::‘;c (z)ilcidc acu: aociii aamdonc SFA  USFA
BD 1.38" 23.06 3.03 12.45° 42.80 13.95 0.45" 3.10 36.89 63.12
YLB 1.22" 23.28 3.25 13.32* 38.13 14.25 0.86° 4.20 37.81 62.19
YLD 1.29" 23.33 3.14 13.46° 40.54 14.26 0.66  3.86  38.07 61.93
SAF ! saturated fatty acid, USAF : unsaturated fatty acid.
"% : Means in the same column with different letters are different(P<0.05).

Breeds

7te e 7l ez 48 4948 BD, YLB ¥ YLD %932l zolr} hebih] ekt
tH(P>0.05). o}2 ¢ Aie TAHE EFE0| ZF A5 W4T U7 oz Az,
5%94 e HS AGEE £F 3 AolrdE 57139 2ol Wl o ul& %

& e ALZ ASHAY FF 2 €59 AP £4 A3 (Table 4), BD7/F o2 &
myrnistic acid #& YERY 29, palmitoleic acid 2 linolenic acide BDo] u)& YLBS YLD7}
frades & & YR (P<0.05), 2 A3 T3 WA 8538 YLD EFoA 54
et o], EX A4 BD %5"1]’\1 =7 vebwddh oleld Ao B4 Az e F
Foll wpet S T& F Ade AL gnldy, FF ol Az o o Aol7t #s A
540 olg A 4 & nA & Ao ‘ZH?'} AT AF7E Qlojop & Ao }Ei&]?d\:}.

2 <
Hl&E Aade] o] mujzgo] FESF &I G20 vlAE do dis] golrmal YLB,
YLD % BDEZE o] &sto] ZAlsld), 2252 79 YLD ¥ BDo| YLBo| uls] £& 43
54 FEE VeI R, A4 A5 8% B4t 3 A A5, YLB, YLDoﬂ ] 8} BD
ol %2 pH B Y& MZ(L+)gg e, At B4 Ax 344k dhake YLD £&
o 4 7 L}t} on}, BxaA it BD FF4M L Aoz vepgo
FInE=a]

1. Martel et al., 1988. J. Anim Sci. 66:41—46.
2. Martens, 1998. Arch. Tierzucht, Dummerstorf, 41(1/2):179-192.
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