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Surveillance at an abattoir allows all animals or carcasses that present a potential public health risk to be withdrawn from the human food chain. Whole-carcass condemnation results in important economic losses, not only for the producer but also for other participants in the meat industry. Access to the personal electronic database of an abattoir in France enabled us to run logistic regression models to investigate the risk factors for whole-carcass condemnation of end-cycle sows in that abattoir. When end-cycle sows that were slaughtered and eviscerated between 22 June 2015 and 8 December 2015 (185 days) were considered (n = 19,866), the results highlighted the importance of the total theoretical time off feed, which represents the fasting period from leaving the farm of origin to the time of slaughter (including transportation and waiting time at the abattoir). Each 10-h increase in the theoretical time off feed was associated with a 31% greater likelihood of whole-carcass condemnation [odd ratio (OR) = 1.31, CI 95% (1.27; 1.34)], and a 10 kg increase in carcass weight before refrigeration was associated with a 23% lower likelihood of carcass condemnation [OR = 0.77, CI 95% (0.75; 0.78)]. The results also indicate the importance of the producer group that the farmer belonged to (P < 0.01). A relatively small number of variables was available in the actual database to study the relevant risk factors for whole-carcass condemnation associated with or without diseases at the farm of origin. This derives partly from the fact that traceability at the abattoir in France is done per batch rather than individually for pigs; further, limited information is available at the farm level. An investigation of the reasons for whole-carcass condemnation could have been informative; however, it was not feasible in a reasonable timeframe because these data were not saved in a database in a systematic way. Some of the difficulties encountered in this study should soon be alleviated by using the meat inspection information system software for collecting livestock meat inspection data. Implemented recently by the French ministry of agriculture, this new tool should allow for broader perspectives in swine surveillance.
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INTRODUCTION

Surveillance at an abattoir allows for all animals or carcasses that present a potential public health risk or that do not satisfy the minimal organoleptic quality requirements to be withdrawn from the human food chain (1). Individual inspection by veterinary services is mandatory (2) and allows inspection data related to animal health to be collected at this level. However, the main difficulty with the use of such data for swine is the lack of data availability and heterogeneity, which depend on the system available in abattoirs both in France and internationally (3).

When high-quality data are routinely collected, they can serve as a basis for epidemiological studies. Studies that identify the risk factors for carcass condemnation based on slaughterhouse data exist for poultry (4, 5), small ruminants (6), cattle (7–9), and swine (10, 11). These studies enabled the geographical origin of the animals (12), time-related parameters (13, 14), the weights of carcasses (3, 15), and seasonality (11, 16, 17) to be identified as having a potential influence on whole-carcass condemnation. One influence could be stress during transport periods, which is associated with diminished carcass quality (17). Nonetheless, information on this topic remains scarce, and when whole-carcass condemnation occurs, it results in important economic losses for both the producer and the other participants in the meat industry.

In 2013, 23.5 million pigs were slaughtered in France, producing 2.199 million tons of pork carcass weight equivalents. France is the third largest pork producer in the EU, behind Germany and Spain (18). According to the last agricultural census in 2010, France had 13.8 million pigs, with 1.1 million sows present throughout the country. Most French pig production (91%) is carried out by farmers who are members of one of the 42 producer groups in the country that also have dominant roles in Denmark, Finland, Sweden, and Malta (19). The primary function of the producer groups is twofold: to disseminate technical information and genetic progress, to improve the competitiveness of farms, to better meet the needs of the downstream industries, and to ensure the marketing of pigs of their members. The dominant pig farming system in France includes the farrowing and fattening of the animals. The French sow herd is concentrated in 5,700 farms with 50 or more sows, with an average size of 190 sows in 2010. The number of farms with less than 100 sows has greatly decreased, but they remain numerous (45% of the farms in 2010) (18).

Sows are managed per batch, with an average annual turn-over of 40% after weaning 28.7 piglets over their reproductive lifespan (18). Sows can be considered unfit for service for different reasons, but it is most often because of diminishing reproductive performance. Managing end-cycle sows may be difficult because their economic value must be optimized to ensure sufficient fattening without spending too much on feed to provide an acceptable return on the investment and because departure from the abattoir must be arranged with animals from other farmers because the low number of sows per batch cannot fill a transport truck.

The aim of this study was to investigate the potential risk factors for whole-carcass condemnation by reviewing 1 year of meat inspection data from a French abattoir. We focused on end-cycle sows because this site was one of the largest French slaughterhouses for this category of animals.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Data

The main study population consisted of end-cycle sows slaughtered between 22 June 2015 and 08 December 2015 (dataset 1, 185 days, n = 22,609), for which information on the status of evisceration (yes/no) was available. This criterion was selected to perform the main analysis and investigate carcass weight as a potential risk factor for condemnation. Therefore, only sows with a known eviscerated carcass weight before refrigeration were kept in dataset 1 (n = 19,866). It included end-cycle sows with carcasses that had been considered healthy at the time of veterinary inspection (n = 19,517) and end-cycle sows that were eviscerated but wholly condemned (n = 349), with up to three reasons for condemnation considered. The animals were provided by 22 producer groups from 47 departments (France is divided into 97 departments) and were transported by 17 different transport operators. The database included the date and hour of the last meal the sow ate, the date and hour of sow departure from the farm, the date and hour of arrival at the abattoir, and the date and hour of slaughter.

A second dataset includes all end-cycle sows that were (i) slaughtered between 14 January 2015 and 6 December 2015 and were (ii) wholly condemned or not condemned (dataset 2, n = 44,426). It included dataset 1, but evisceration status was not completely available for all sows in dataset 2. The weight after evisceration was not available in dataset 2.

Several variables were generated. The variable duration of transport resulted from the difference between the date and hour of arrival at the abattoir and the date and hour of departure from the farm. The variable waiting time at the abattoir (wta) resulted from the difference between the date and hour of arrival at the abattoir and the date and hour of slaughter. Three variables related to fasting periods were defined: the time off feed before arrival at the abattoir (the difference between the date and hour of arrival at the abattoir and the date and hour of the last meal of the sow), the total theoretical time off feed [obtained by the difference between the date and hour of slaughter and the date and hour of the initiation of the fasting period at the farm, theatrical time off feed (Ttof)], and the fasting period at the farm (the difference between the date and time of departure of the sow from the farm and the date and time of the start of the fasting period at the farm, fpf).

Modeling Methods and Software

The variables of interest of dataset 1 and dataset 2 were compared with a Wilcoxon test to detect any difference in the two datasets. Similarly, a Wilcoxon non-parametric test was performed to compare the characteristics of sows that were or were not condemned. The condemnation rate per department was mapped with ArcGis 10.4.

Then, univariate logistic models for the outcome variable “carcass condemnation” (0 or 1) were run for each of the explanatory variables. The explanatory variables were either categorical, including producer group (21 classes), department (27 classes), and transport operator (17 classes), or quantitative and continuous, including carcass weight (W), wta, and the three fasting-period variables. The level of significance for the statistical tests was set at 0.05.

Finally, a multivariable logistic model was used with whole-carcass condemnation as the outcome variable (0 or 1) using a step-wise ascendant procedure. Akaike information criterion (AIC) and likelihood comparison tests were used to assess the goodness of fit of the different models. The variables department and producer group were forced (alternatively) as random or fixed effects. The coefficients of all others fixed variables did not differ between the fixed-effect and mixed-effect models (i.e., between regressions with the department or producer group as a fixed or random effect). Consequently, only the fixed-effects models were kept and presented here. Interactions between the different variables were tested. Statistical analyses were performed with R version 3.2.3 (20).

RESULTS

Descriptive Analysis

Descriptive statistics are provided for dataset 1 since it was the focus of the main analysis (Table 1; Figure 1). No significant changes were observed in the descriptive statistics for dataset 2. The percentage of total condemnation was of 1.76% (dataset 1). The median W among producer groups was uniformly distributed and ranged between 150 and 170 kg. The producer group with a median W of 102 kg was not included in the final analysis to avoid introducing bias. The difference in the median W between end-cycle sows that were not condemned (162.2 kg) and those that were wholly condemned (139.9 kg) was significant (P < 2.2 × 10−16). No particular spatial pattern in departmental condemnation rates was observed (Figure 2). The analysis of the reasons for carcass condemnation for end-cycle sows with W < 140 kg (n = 151) showed that the first three reasons for whole-carcass condemnation were non-specific abscesses in multiple locations, arthritis, and pleurisy.

TABLE 1 | Descriptions of the continuous variables included in the analysis, including minimum, maximum, median, mean, and SD values (dataset 1).
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FIGURE 1 | Distribution per producer group of the weight of the eviscerated carcasses before refrigeration (W). The first producer group, shown on the left of the figure, was discarded from the analysis to avoid introducing bias (353 sows, with 3 condemned).
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FIGURE 2 | Number of end-cycle sows sent to the abattoir and the condemnation rate per department (27 departments).



Results of Logistic Regressions

The results of the univariate models did not show significant associations between carcass condemnation and the duration of transport or the time off feed before arriving at the abattoir. Month and season were not significantly associated with carcass condemnation. The non-adjusted odds ratio for carcass condemnation was 0.78 for each extra 10 kg of W. The odds of carcass condemnation were 30, 23, and 22% higher [ORs = 1.30 (95% CI = 1.22–1.37), 1.23 (95% CI = 1.14–1.32), and 1.22 (95% CI = 1.13–1.31)] for each extra 10 h of Ttof, wta, and fpf, respectively.

In different variable combinations, confounding effects were found between the variables producer group and department. These two variables were highly correlated and were included alternatively in the models. The best logistic regression model (Table 2) appeared to be the one that included the variables W, producer group, and Ttof (model 1), although the model that included department instead of producer group was also robust (model 2). Each additional 10 h of Ttof was associated with a 31% greater likelihood of whole-carcass condemnation [OR = 1.31, CI 95% (1.23; 1.38)], and a 10 kg increase in W was associated with a 23% lesser likelihood of carcass condemnation [OR = 0.77, CI 95% (0.75; 0.79)]. Significant differences in carcass condemnation were observed between the different producer groups. The theoretical curve representing the variation in the probability of end-cycle sow whole-carcass condemnation depending on W and Ttof and adjusted for producer group (model 1) is presented in Figure 3.

TABLE 2 | Results of the two different best logistic regression models for the outcome variable carcass condemnation, including three variables.
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FIGURE 3 | Graph of the probability of whole-carcass condemnation depending on carcass weight (W) and total theoretical time off feed.



When the extended dataset 2 was considered, similar results were found, except for those related to W, which was not yet available at the time of analysis (models 3 and 4). No interactions were found.

DISCUSSION

Risk for Sow Carcass Condemnation

Light carcass weight at slaughter (W) appeared to be the main risk factor for the total condemnation of an end-cycle sow at the abattoir in our study. This could be explained by the fact that a diseased end-cycle sow will have reduced weight gain because of lower ingestion rates, although its metabolic needs are increased (21, 22). Alternatively, or simultaneously, a low-weight sow is probably more vulnerable outside the farm, for example, when the hierarchy is settled during transport and is thus at a greater risk of being injured. An increase in the theoretical total off feed period (Ttof), representing the delay between the last meal of the sow at the farm and the time of slaughter, also appears to increase the risk of total condemnation of the carcass. This could be interpreted concomitantly with increased stress and possible aggressiveness when Ttof increases, possibly impacting meat quality (17, 23, 24). The significant differences found between the producer groups did not appear to be associated with their localization, which can recover contiguous departments, although the two variables are confounded. The variable producer group may also include differences in technical levels or some specifications of the producer groups. The variable month or season was not significant in our analysis, which is consistent with previous results in end-cycle sows (11). Seasonal influence on mortality during transport has yet not been regularly reported (25, 26).

Improvement of Data Recording in Slaughterhouses

A relatively small number of variables was available in the actual database to study the relevant risk factors for whole-carcass condemnation associated with diseases at the farm of origin. This derives partly from the facts that traceability at an abattoir in France is per batch of pigs rather per than individually and that limited slaughterhouse information is available at the farm level. It would have been interesting to have data on sow parity, age, or reason for withdrawal at the farm level. In addition, it could have been useful to have information related to the sanitary status of the farm of origin, mortality rate at the farm, and the type of farm (farrowing or farrowing to weaning or farrowing to fattening). The structure of the dataset did not allow to identify a subpopulation to build the model and another one to validate the proposed model, since it would have introduced biases related for instance to the spatial distribution of the department of origin and to the different times before slaughter.

An investigation of the reasons for whole-carcass condemnation could have been informative, but this was not feasible in a reasonable timeframe because the data were not saved in a database in a systematic way. A number of possible combinations of reasons for condemnation are likely because up to three different reasons can be cited in different orders, although one or two reasons may occasionally be sufficient. However, the first analysis on the subset of sows weighing less than 140 kg suggests that the reasons for condemnation in the abattoir studied here are similar to the major reasons found for swine carcass condemnation in all French abattoirs (27) but are different from those in Portugal; for example, see Garcia-Diez and Coelho (11). This is probably due to different geographical locations, variable climatic conditions, different rearing systems at the farm level, and different sanitary statuses of the animals (10). Abscesses, arthritis, and pleurisy are lesions that develop over moderate to long time periods and that do not appear to be compatible with time spent at the abattoir. Refining this analysis to include all end-cycle sows available in the database could possibly allow a better interpretation of the time-related risk factors. Indeed, depending on the major lesions recorded and the delay in their appearance, the timeframe, or component of the production chain to focus on could be more appropriately identified (farm, transport, or abattoir) to optimize resource allocation and gain useful and reliable information.

The results presented here constitute a foundation for discussions among the different actors in the pork production chain, with some descriptive results that differ from those that were expected in relation to quality recommendations or legal frameworks. Waiting times at the abattoir appeared to be excessive in some cases, or the fasting periods were too long. One possible explanation is that the recorded information does not allow a precise trace back to the transport of end-cycle sows. Indeed, because of the size of the production farms in France, trucks often transport end-cycle sows that belong to different farms that can be relatively far from one another, and transport can include stops that are not mentioned in the records. These circumstances can result in a time off feed that is much longer than the records show. In addition, a retranscription of data errors or mistakes in paper records may occur. However, proper reporting of elapsed times and rigorous paper work were identified as areas of potential progression in the quality assurance standards. The weights of carcasses at slaughter also revealed that the presence of animals less than 120 kg in the chain of production should be investigated further.

Some of the difficulties encountered in this study should soon be alleviated by the national meat inspection information system software (SI2A in French) for livestock meat inspection data collection. Implemented on 1 January 2015 by the French ministry of agriculture in the 273 French meat abattoirs, this new tool should provide broader perspectives for swine surveillance (28) because the data will be uniformly entered and centralized. However, currently, the first objective of the system is to improve administrative veterinary notifications, so, information is only saved for carcasses with anomalies, thus preventing a simple re-running of our type of analysis. This should be considered in a second step in the advancement of the software.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

P-YD co-drafted the paper and performed the statistical analysis, including the interpretation of the results. DR contributed to the conception of the analysis, critically revised the paper, and helped in the interpretation of results. AW-S designed the study, acquired the data, critically revised the paper, and helped in the interpretation of the analysis. All authors approved the final version of the paper.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors would like to thank Midiporc for allowing access to these data.

REFERENCES

1. Edwards DS, Johnston AM, Mead GC. Meat inspection: an overview of present practices and future trends. Vet J (1997) 154:135–47. doi:10.1016/S109-0233(97)80051-2

2. European Parliament. Motion (CE) No. 854/2004 of the European Parliament and the Commission Regulation of the 29th April 2004 Regulating the Official Controls of Products of Animal Origin Entering the Food Chain [online]. (2004). Available from: http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=MOTION&reference=B7-2013-0438&format=XML&language=EN

3. Teixeira DL, Harley S, Hanlon A, O’Connell NE, More SM, Manzanilla EG, et al. Study on the association between tail lesion score, cold carcass weight, and viscera condemnations in slaughter pigs. Front Vet Sci (2016) 3:24. doi:10.3389/fvets.2016.00024

4. Lupo C, Bougeard S, Balaine L, Michel V, Petetin I, Colin P, et al. Risk factors for sanitary condemnation in broiler chickens and their relative impact: application of an original multiblock approach. Epidemiol Infect (2010) 138(3):364–75. doi:10.1017/S0950268809990549

5. Ansari-Lari M, Rezagholi M. Poultry abattoir survey of carcass condemnations in Fars Province, Southern Iran. Prev Vet Med (2007) 79(2–4):287–93. doi:10.1016/j.prevetmed.2006.12.004

6. Regassa A, Moje N, Megersa B, Beyene D, Sheferaw D, Debela E, et al. Major causes of organs and carcass condemnation in small ruminants slaughtered at luna export abattoir, Oromia Regional State, Ethiopia. Prev Vet Med (2013) 110(2):139–48. doi:10.1016/j.prevetmed.2012.11.020

7. Deschamps JB, Calavas D, Mialet S, Gay E, Dupuy C. A preliminary investigation of farm-level risk factors for cattle condemnation at the slaughterhouse: a case–control study on French farms. Prev Vet Med (2013) 112(3–4):428–32. doi:10.1016/j.prevetmed.2013.09.008

8. Vial F, Schärrer S, Reist M. Risk factors for whole carcass condemnations in the Swiss slaughter cattle population. PLoS One (2015) 10(4):e0122717. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122717

9. Dupuy C, Demont P, Ducrot C, Calavas D, Gay E. Factors associated with offal, partial and whole carcass condemnation in ten French cattle slaughterhouses. Meat Sci (2014) 97(2):262–9. doi:10.1016/j.meatsci.2014.02.008

10. Martínez J, Jaro PJ, Aduriz G, Gómez EA, Peris B, Corpa JM. Carcass condemnation causes of growth retarded pigs at slaughter. Vet J (2007) 174(1):160–4. doi:10.1016/j.tvjl.2006.05.005

11. Garcia-Diez J, Coelho AC. Causes and factors related to pig carcass condemnation. Vet Med (2014) 59(4):194–201.

12. Vial F, Reist M. Evaluation of Swiss slaughterhouse data for integration in a syndromic surveillance system. BMC Vet Res (2014) 10(1):1. doi:10.1186/1746-6148-10-33

13. Gajana CS, Nkukwana TT, Marume U, Muchenje V. Effects of transportation time, distance, stocking density, temperature and lairage time on incidences of pale soft exudative (PSE) and the physico-chemical characteristics of pork. Meat Sci (2013) 95(3):520–5. doi:10.1016/j.meatsci.2013.05.028

14. Schwartzkopf-Genswein KS, Faucitano L, Dadgar S, Shand P, González LA, Crowe TG. Road transport of cattle, swine and poultry in North America and its impact on animal welfare, carcass and meat quality: a review. Meat Sci (2012) 92(3):227–43. doi:10.1016/j.meatsci.2012.04.010

15. Harley S, Boyle LA, O’Connell NE, More SJ, Teixeira DL, Hanlon A. Docking the value of pigmeat? Prevalence and financial implications of welfare lesions in Irish slaughter pigs. Anim Welf (2014) 23(3):275–285. doi:10.7120/09627286.23.3.275

16. dalla Costa OA, Faucitano L, Coldebella A, Ludke JV, Peloso JV, dalla Roza D, et al. Effects of the season of the year, truck type and location on truck on skin bruises and meat quality in pigs. Livest Sci (2007) 107(1):29–36. doi:10.1016/j.livsci.2006.08.015

17. Gosálvez LF, Averós X, Valdelvira JJ, Herranz A. Influence of season, distance and mixed loads on the physical and carcass integrity of pigs transported to slaughter. Meat Sci (2006) 73(4):553–8. doi:10.1016/j.meatsci.2006.02.007

18. Roguet C. Pig and pork production in France. Proceedings of the 7th European Symposium of Porcine Health Management; 2015 Apr 22–24; Nantes, France (2015).

19. Bijman J, Iliopoulos C, Poppe KJ, Gijselinckx C, Hagedorn K, Hanisch M, et al. Support for Farmers’ Cooperatives. Final Report. European Commission (2012). 127 p. Available from: http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/sites/agriculture/files/external-studies/2012/support-farmers-coop/fulltext_en.pdf

20. R Development Core Team. R: A language and Environment for Statistical Computing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing (2015).

21. Sinisalo A, Niemi JK, Heinonen M, Valros A. Tail biting and production performance in fattening pigs. Livest Sci (2012) 143(2–3):220–225. doi:10.1016/j.livsci.2011.09.019

22. Marques BMFPP, Bernardi ML, Coelho CF, Almeida M, Morales OE, Mores TJ, et al. Influence of tail biting on weight gain, lesions and condemnations at slaughter of finishing pigs. Pesqui Vet Bras (2012) 32(10):967–974. doi:10.1590/S0100-736X2012001000003

23. Gade PB, Christensen L. Effect of different stocking densities during transport on welfare and meat quality in Danish slaughter pigs. Meat Sci (1998) 48(3–4):237–47. doi:10.1016/S0309-1740(97)00098-3

24. Guardia MD, Estany J, Balasch S, Oliver MA, Gispert M, Diestre A. Risk assessment of DFD meat due to pre-slaughter conditions in pigs. Meat Sci (2005) 70(4):709–716. doi:10.1016/j.meatsci.2005.03.007

25. Smith LP, Allen WM. A study of the weather conditions related to the death of pigs during and after their transportation in England. Agric Meteorol (1976) 16(1):115–124. doi:10.1016/0002-1571(76)90072-8

26. Vecerek V, Malena M, Voslarova E, Chloupek P. The impact of the transport distance and season on losses of fattened pigs during transport to the slaughterhouse in the Czech Republic in the period from 1997 to 2004. Vet Med (2006). Available from: http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=CZ2006000541

27. Fradin N. Assessment of the Frequency and Distribution of Condemnation Reasons at Ruminant and Swine Abattoir (in French). Évaluation de la fréquence et de la répartition des motifs de saisies en abattoir de ruminants et de porcs. [French doctoral thesis]. Nantes: Oniris (2003).

28. Morlot C, Fresnel M, Serra L, Feyt M, Martin E, Guillon L, et al. SI2A, Premier Logiciel National de Recueil Des Données D’inspection En Abattoir D’animaux de Boucherie [in french]. BEH (2016) 26:24–6.

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2017 Decaudin, Raboisson and Waret-Szkuta. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fvets-04-00108-t002.jpg
[ SE 0dd ratio 95% CI P-value Akaike information criterion

Dataset 1 Model 12 Intercept -9.5x 10~ 46x107 3313
+W/10kg -0.26 19x 10 077 0.75-0.79 <20x107°
+Ttof/10h 0.27 7.7x10% 1.31 1.23-1.38 5.4 %10+

Model 2° Intercept -9.9% 10~ 45x10" 3,326
+W/10kg -0.26 19x 10 077 0.75-0.78 <20x107
+Ttof/10h 0.24 7.8x10% 1.27 1.19-1.35 1.9x10°

Dataset 2 Model 3° Intercept -39 19x 107 11,472
+Ttof/10h 0.14 39x10% 115 1.11-1.19 28x10+

Model 4° Intercept -39 19x 107 11,453
+Ttof/10h 0.082 41x10% 1.08 1.04-1.13 48x10%

“Variable producer group is included but is not reported here (21 classes)

““Variable department is included but s not reported here (27 classes).

W, carcass weight: Ttof, total theoretical time off feed.





OPS/images/fvets-04-00108-g003.jpg





OPS/images/fvets-04-00108-t001.jpg
Minimum ~ Maximum ~Median Mean SD

Carcass weight before ~ 61.3 2685 1619 1609 285
refrigeration (W, kg)

Transport duration (h) 1 355 20 94 a7
Waiting time at 1 486 162 157 58
abattoir (wta, h)

Total theoretical time 139 75.1 405 407 66
offfeed (Ttof, h)

Time offfeed before 25 67.0 285 260 70
arrival at abattoir (n)

Fasting period at the 0 505 145 155 57

farm (fof, h)





OPS/images/cover.jpg
? frontiers
in Veterinary Science

End-Cycle Sow Carcass
Condemnation in a French
Slaughterhouse





OPS/images/fvets-04-00108-g001.jpg
Producer group

UOI}RIABLYAT 210Jaq SISSIILD PIJRIISIAL JO JUSIOM





OPS/images/fvets-04-00108-g002.jpg
03570 140 210 280
T Kilometers

Condemnation Number of end cycle

rate sow sent to the abattoir
00 x 0

[ lo1-12 e  118-390

[ 13-22 @ 301-881

B 23-34

I 35-54 . 882 - 1687

500

. 1688 - 2434





OPS/images/logo.jpg
Ghesk for

i@





