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4  73,64 15,70 9,34 1,32 1512,7 6338,2 

 70,89 17,77 10,15 1,19 1672,5 7007,8 
6  72,20 16,23 10,45 1,12 1637,2 6859,8 

 68,62 16,78 13,65 0,95 1957,4 8201,5 
12  70,80 16,40 11,91 0,89 1779,6 7456,5 

 66,79 17,13 15,15 0,93 2111,2 8845,9 
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/100 
 

%  
 /100  %  

 /100  %  
 

: 5,979 39,04 6,243 39,34 6,367 41,08 6,685 41,34 
 0,493 3,22 0,527 3,32 0,552 3,56 0,561 3,47 

 0,619 4,04 0,624 3,93 0,645 4,16 0,624 3,86 
 1,271 8,30 1,382 8,71 1,448 9,34 1,338 8,27 

 2,049 13,38 1,965 12,38 2,089 13,48 2,539 15,70 
 0,366 2,39 0,371 2,34 0,361 2,33 0,391 2,42 

 0,691 4,51 0,744 4,69 0,736 4,75 0,692 4,28 
 0,490 3,20 0,630 3,97 0,536 3,46 0,540 3,34 
: 2,331 15,22 2,448 15,43 2,332 15,04 2,190 13,54 

 1,050 6,86 1,055 6,65 1,149 7,41 0,958 5,92 
 0,521 3,40 0,654 4,12 0,513 3,31 0,54 3,34 

 0,760 4,96 0,739 4,66 0,670 4,32 0,692 4,28 
: 7,005 45,74 7,179 45,23 6,801 43,88 7,299 45,12 

 1,452 9,48 1,500 9,45 1,418 9,15 1,453 8,98 
 0,654 4,27 0,686 4,32 0,705 4,55 0,686 4,24 

 3,034 19,81 3,074 19,37 2,558 16,50 3,159 19,53 
 0,323 2,11 0,338 2,13 0,344 2,22 0,387 2,39 
 0,060 0,39 0,063 0,40 0,057 0,37 0,081 0,50 
 0,582 3,80 0,613 3,86 0,680 4,39 0,624 3,86 
 0,900 5,88 0,905 5,70 1,039 6,70 0,909 5,62 

 15,315 100 15,87 100 15,500 100 16,174 100 
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Summary 
V.I. Pohyl, H.M. Pohyl  

THE QUALITI AND CHEMICAL COMPOSITION OF THE MUTTON 
WHICH HAS DIFFERENT GENOTYPES 

Cited data of the quality and chemical composition analysis of the mutton 
which has different genotypes in the main technological periods.  

The analysis established that received crossbreeds on olibs with using ewes of 
the Dnipropetrovsk type of Ascanianmeat – woolen of breed in calorie content prevail 
over their thoroughbred sheep of the same age. The four-month-old crossbreeds 
10,6%, six-month-old- 19,5% and one year old -18,6%  prevail the thoroughbred 
sheep at the expense of the high protein and fat. The meat of the crossbreed sheep 
differs in the higher concentration of essential acids and it is considered that this 
meat of full value. 
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