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Comparison of Different Comparison of Different 
Lines for Pork QualityLines for Pork Quality

Austin MurrayAustin Murray
Lacombe Research CentreLacombe Research Centre

Objective Objective -- Understanding the Understanding the 
Reasons for Variation in Pork QualityReasons for Variation in Pork Quality

10 PIC Genotypes10 PIC Genotypes
(Based on Landrace, Yorkshire, Hampshire, (Based on Landrace, Yorkshire, Hampshire, 
Duroc, Berkshire, Pietrain & Crosses)Duroc, Berkshire, Pietrain & Crosses)
Several hundred variables were measuredSeveral hundred variables were measured

Lean Yield and BackfatLean Yield and Backfat
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Fat & Bone in the 4 Main CutsFat & Bone in the 4 Main Cuts
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LoinLoin--eye Areaeye Area
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Live, Carcass and Cooler YieldsLive, Carcass and Cooler Yields
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Carcass Length & RibsCarcass Length & Ribs
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Carcass DissectionCarcass Dissection
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Belly TraitsBelly Traits
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MarblingMarbling
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Drip, Thaw and Cooking LossesDrip, Thaw and Cooking Losses
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Fat and Muscle FirmnessFat and Muscle Firmness
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Biochemical MeasurementsBiochemical Measurements
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ConclusionsConclusions

Genotype can be a major source of Genotype can be a major source of 
variation in carcass and muscle quality.variation in carcass and muscle quality.
Different genotypes can provide a wide Different genotypes can provide a wide 
range of variation that can enhance the range of variation that can enhance the 
study and understanding of relationships study and understanding of relationships 
between carcass and quality traits.between carcass and quality traits.
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