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1
50 % Brahman) and 15 F, (25 % Charolais 75 % Brahman) Charolais

Pre - weaning growth performance of 20 Fp (50% Charolais

Crossbred were studied at Tak Livestock Breeding Station. This

experiment can be seen that F, crosses have gilven excellent results.

1

F1 Charclais crossbred calves demonstrate their ability heavier at
birth,7205 day weaning and average daily gain than F2 Crosses.

(p¥ 0.01). The F1 and F2 crosses were 29 and 14,73 kilograms at
.birth, 189.62 and 166,69 kilograms at weaning, while preweaﬁing

grins 734 and 559 grams per day respectively,

The F1 Charolais crossbred appears to exhibit hybrid
vigor for the major economic traits, 12.75 % and 4.71 % of heterocsis
on weaning and preweaning average daily gain repectively except -~ 24,62 %

of heterosis on birth weights This indicates that the advantage is

probably due to the additive gen tic effect for growth possed by

p

the <Charolais breed. Contradictionary results of F_ crossbred, F

1 2

¢rosses have no hybrid vigour for birth weight, weaning weight and

average daily gain. So they have disadvantage to use FZ Charolais

crossbred for commercial herd.
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Charolals crosabreds

Source of Variatioh df  Meahsquare F

Birth weight

© .
Among Treatment 1 211.44 ! 11.09
Within 33 19.06

Weaning weight

Among Treatment oo 1 4,503.46 ‘ 19.06

Within = - 337 T238.31

Average Daily Gain

¢ t : i [ . o
; : * &

Among Treatment | 1 262.2 ' 41.96

Within 33 6025
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Table 2. Means for some traits in 50 % and 25 %

Charolais crossbreds. ‘ -

50%Charolais~50%Brahman 25%Charolais-75%Brahman

Traits Mean  S.D. %V Mean S.D  %C.V.
o (kg) {kg)
Observations 20 15
Birth Weight 29.7  3.18 10,70 24.73 5.5 22,60
Weaning Weight 189.62 17,17 9,05 166469 13.19 7,91
Average Daily |
Gain 0.734 0,09 12.26 0,559 0.06  10.73

}

Table 3., Preweaning growth for 50 % and 25 %

Charolais crossbreds

Body Weight (kg)

Age of Calves
50% Charolaisx50%Brahman 25%Charolaisx75%Brahman

(months) e
Born 29,7 24,73
Month 1 ‘ 50,05 _ 43,33
2 69.85 56,07
3 88,55 70.67
4 112,2 : 86.67
5 136.45 106,07
6 162,40 125.80
7 189.62 166.69
Average 104.85 I 55,87 85.00 £ 46.59

! [ 3
ADG/days 0.734 = 0,08"" 0.559 % 0,06

e
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Table 4. Heterosis offect for Bjxjth _weigh{:‘, Weaning Weight and
~Avereage Daily Gain

Crossbred calves Birth Weight Weaning Weight Average

e . __Daily Gain _

50% Charelais-50%Brahman - 2.62 % 12,75 % 4.71 %

25% Chareolaig-75%0ranman -18,92 % - 0,88 % -20.26 %
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