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Study on Homogeneity of Variance of Economic Traits of
Pak-Chong 2 Swine
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ABSTRACT: The variation of economic traits of the 4™ and 5" generation of Pak-Chong 2 swine was studied.
The data were recorded from 271 performance tested pigs, 131 and 140 pigs for 4" and 5" generation, respectively. The
variation of economic traits was analyzed using least square analysis. The average daily gain (ADG), feed conversion
ratio (FCR), back fat thickness (BF) were 762.63 gram/day, 2.75 and 0.79 centimeter, respectively. The homogeneity
of variance of economic traits between 4™ and 5" generations was tested by Hartley ratio method. Homogeneity of
variance of ADG, FCR and BF were 8,449.1760 and 7,610.9571,0.0995 and 0.0712 (P<0.05), 0.0333 and 0.0261,
respectively. The unity of homogeneity of economic traits was shown in the 4™ and 5" generation of Pak-Chong 2
swine. The economic traits of ancestor can be consistent transmitted to the next generation.
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Table 1 Economic traits of Pak-Chong 2 swine.
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Traits No. Mean SD Variance
ADG 271 762.63 88.7259 7,872.2990
FCR 271 2.75 0.2925 0.0856
BF 271 0.79 0.1752 0.0307
Table 2 Economic traits of 4th and 5th generation of Pak-Chong 2 swine
G4 G5
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No. 131 140
ADG 752.13 +7.88 767.31 +7.56
FCR 2.81° +0.02 2.72° +0.02
BF 0.82 +0.01 0.75 +0.01
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Table 3 Homogeneity of variance of Pak-Chong 2 swine between generation 4 and 5.
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