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Summary 

Gordiychuk N. M. 
Lviv National University of Veterinary Medicine and Biotechnology named after 

S. Z. Gzhytskyj 
EVALUATION SIMMENTAL CATTLE QUALITY LEATHER 

  
Evaluation of Simmental cattle in quality leather. It was established that all 

subjects calves thickest skin on the sciatic tuber and thinnest on the belly. Calves 
Simmental breeding Ukrainian inferior meat symentalam Austrian selection by 
weight of the skin. Bull with combined hereditary Ukrainian and Austrian symentala 
occupied an intermediate position along the thickness of the skin at various points of 
measurement. In various parts of the body of experimental calves skin has a 
heterogeneous structure, which depends on the thickness, density and character of 
interlacing fibers. 

With increasing mass of skins is growing the most valuable part cheprachna 
skin which has a dense interlacing bundles of fibers, high resistance to friction, 
reduced moisture content and the most suitable for the manufacturing process. The 
highest percentage of the cheprachnoyi obtained from calves Austrian selection. 
Vorotkova of the skin was the lowest among representatives of Ukrainian selection. 
The least valuable part of the skin - found in most polls symentaliv combined with 
heredity Ukrainian and Austrian symentala. 

Key words : breed, breeding , leather, live weight, area, length , width . 
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