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MATERIALS AND METHODS

THIRD PHASE DIET (25 TO 117 KG)

S

NET ENERGY, MJ/KG 10.2 3.8
CRUDE PROTEIN, G/KG 155 155
CRUDE FAT, G/KG 50 20
CRUDE FIBRE G/KG 46 65

DLYS, G/KG 7.5 7.5
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EXPERT PANEL

ODOUR, FLAVOUR, TENDERNESS, JUICINESS, OVERALL TASTINESS
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CONSUMER PANEL
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CONCLUSIONS

Measurements
* Drip & cooking loss: BA < IC at LE
e [MF BA > IC
 Shear force BA < IC
Experts
* Frying odour: BA > ICat LE
e Qverall tastiness: BA < IC
Consumers
 Preference HE vs LE ~ 50 %

v" DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SEXES
v" INCREASED SEX DIFFERENCE IN WHC AT A LOW ENERGY DIET?
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Molasses
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