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Summary. Data on beef productivity of Angus and Brown Swiss cattle and crosses of these 

breeds obtained in order to increase the production of beef are presented. 

In order to study slaughter qualities, a control slaughter was carried out, based on it morphological 

composition of carcasses was studied, carcasses were cut for meat cuts and carcass and hip were measured 

according to generally accepted methods. 
IЭ аКs ПШЮЧН ЭСКЭ ЭСО AЧРЮs МКХvОs КНvКЧМОН ШvОr ЛrШаЧ SаТss КЧТmКХs Лв 44.0 (P≤0.01) КЧН 41.4 

(P≤0.001) ФР, rОspОМЭТvОХв, ШvОr СКХП-blooded crosses – Лв 21.8 КЧН 20.6 ФР (P≤0.01). AЧРЮs КНvКЧМОН 
over animals of other groups in slaughter weight and slaughter yield: crosses – Лв 20.4 ФР (P≤0.01) КЧН 
1.6 % (P≤0.05), rОspОМЭТvОХв, ЛrШаЧ SаТss – Лв 39.3 ФР (P≤0.01) КЧН 3.0 % (P≤0.05). A СТРСОr МШЧЭent of 
flesh in carcasses and a lower concentration of bones ensured the superiority of the Angus in terms of 
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meat ratio, which, compared to the bulls of the combined direction, was higher on average by 1.3 units. 
(P≤0.001), КЧН ЭСО rКЭТШ ШП ОНТЛХО КЧН ТЧОdible parts – by 1.2 units, which was ensured due to the lower 
yield of cartilage and tendons at the maximum pulp output. Cutting carcasses into cuts showed superiority 
of Angus bulls in the absolute weight of each cut, but this did not ensure their superiority in relative yield, 
with the exception of the hip cut – one of the most valuable in culinary terms, the advantage over other 
groups of animals of the same age varied within 2.2-5.1 %, and in absolute weight – 12.7-25.9 kg 
(P≤0.01-0.001). In terms of their values, youngsters approached the purebred animals of the Angus breed. 

Key words: bulls, Angus, Brown Swiss breed, crosses, slaughter qualities, carcass, cuts. 
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 1.    , Б±m  

 

 
 

Ш (n=5)  (n=5) Ш×  (n=5) 

ё   ,  493,6±6,6 537,6±7,1** 515,8±7,5* 
  ,  483,9±4,4 525,3±3,0*** 504,7±2,9** 

  ,  259,2±6,3 299,3±3,8*** 278,4±3,3* 
 , % 53,6±0,83 57,0±0,43** 55,2±0,40 
  - ,  15,5±0,83 14,7±1,00 15,2±0,31 
  - , % 3,2±0,14 2,8±0,18 3,0±0,04 

 ,  274,7±7,0 314,0±4,8** 293,6±3,6* 
 , % 56,8±1,0 59,8±0,6* 58,2±0,4 

 (   ): *– ≤0,05; ** – ≤0,01; *** – ≤0,001 
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