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(The stocking density of lamb transportation to slaughterhouse
on hematology and meat quality.)
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auuklunsvudsiiseiu 0.20 msamnssed fnaseszduieuluiuanmnilalasiua sy
nalaa (P<0.05) L.LauﬁLLu’ﬂﬁmyé’U8aﬁmuﬂa§a%aaML§ammﬂ’jﬂmwuﬁaﬁmqwmwu 0.3 uag
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2. Anuad fe Wiiegluile tufeanuamnsalunsduiveile Wenliinuafednlu
anwauziilend szlliodiluuilnpssyiliiledsawan wazlvdulundudededudiuladly
Waiansaudideounls uasdrenseiumamdnhagiiiiiaanusdandnilulela

nsvudedndglsssihmavanadafningad

nsIansdaineusivsonisvudrednildalseendad asiiansandadesneg Ao gaumgll
9918 S28EN1lUNITUUAS AAINAUN KATAIUNUIMIUYDITR] \losannisiudeunlaves
Aaunde LﬁamuﬁiQé’WEmﬂV\lﬁuQiEwhai”]Lﬂﬁﬁ’f@@ﬂﬁﬁﬂé’mi ieszuisanudeussnaingianie
LaganANLATEAnaugnell (Jama et al., 2016) Asvudeiuindunszuaunislunsdanisaiviala
dnifanueseniluegiunn devinegssziinse Tliussynuiuauiull azvilidndiineuesen
nsthdartuveasnsnussndesssiings Tinsduvesdnd nisfednililunenindafudagaenll
msiursmiwesitufinondns lusswinsnsvudsiadnsldldinneu 11ntn vnemisuLazeaiia
nMsuIALiU nsemeladng

Table 1 AMUNUILUUANMNTIZFUFIUTUNITVUE LN

dwth (Rlandu) HNufidmsuung (A1519R5/67)
27 0.20
36 0.23
45 0.26
54 0.30

Source: Gradin, 2010 91lAg FUNMUNINTFTIUEUANNYATHALDIMTUIINF. (2557)

gosluunashwaa (Cortisol hormone) WaLNalNUBIAIULASANFINANTTNUADEHN

gosluunnsivea (Cortisol hormone) Wusesluuiidneglunguatnessevsasluu (steroid
hormones) Lugefluuiiilassairendrelaaainesea (cholesterol) fuannseuvsanladiuuen
(adrenal cortex) asiaumnnladiuuenyimihiindnsesluunesines (corticoid hormones) 18u
ngusesluuiuszneusenglanesinessasTuu (glucocorticoid hormone) 13U cortisol Az
corticosterone (\W18, 2538) NIATUANNITAIATIENFRTIUUABTAARELIAIINNITHIIUYDY BEAT
luposflalnsiagosluu (adrenocorticotrophic hormone: ACTH) Tuanwiug (negative feedback)
nanfenglaresinosdindnanndenyinlndiuuen slududinsvdssesluunesilalnsiiudiaads
gosluu (corticotrophinreleasing hormone : CRH) vilann1swas ACTH mﬂmaﬂmammmwm
(Figure 1) uamnﬂuuﬂaiﬂﬂaimaamama negative feedback seseylfauednenss wenanil
N3 muamuc’wﬂ@ﬂﬂﬂmmawﬂmaLuaamﬂnmﬁuamummmmmma AnluliaInaepuTEiu
cortisol azdniluiainasu (e, 2538)
wthilvas Cortisol

FodniiAnenueSunazvateasTuuilisondn Cortisol axvhlidnifianudulaingauayi
Tawhusa dniaedionnisiud ndailodu ings Aavils unafuddonmaisunmegedsdanvnunan
gl mnudia ewnsge munadu lEsuuinduannisuuds sesluumariuasaslugidng
yliAnenuaien (ullidddyierdsnaronmuninie




1. viwsgauiimalunszuadon lnenisiasulnalaunazaulindulvidunglea lag
goiluunglanays
2. nAszUUAANTU (immunosuppressive effect) §uganalnnisadiagliAuiuvessianiy

Y 9 Y

a 1 [y

Fwann1s anneieizilgnaneg (organ rejection) winglanesineerazliiinaseniiAuiunlasuain

Y
v

Meuen 1wums lesuipduiduduyusinge (immune)
3. sosnun1ssniau lnensvinbidudendesvenes dveunateandilode liladenana
1NNUSIULAANITONLEY

Fig 1 NalnuesnulASunfaINanIsnunasenIe

Source: Jasmer (2020)

oulgtiuanmeflalasiiua (LDH: Lactate dehydrogenase)

< ¢ ¢ & A ! a Y v & LY
Jueulwdinulaluwadileigevesianevangyila lngsnuuinly du nauileany wila
wazlule lunzunfieuleduanwnilalasdiuassivsuinaniisadndos Feauisansranulely
& < = = | = = P a 44' ¢ & A
nszuaion louleduanmadlalasdiuaazgnianddssaniwadileitednszuaifon Walwaditaibe
l@sunnudemensagniae weulwduanwadlalasiiuaduimnssdundaioiluaeunsauaniin
Julwgdn Fadunszuauniswinagidndulunisndandsnulieed wazszaueuluduannnd
lalnsiualunseuadonaziiingsu anansainAouleivannailelasdwaiioddadelse n1sdnen
6 Al a U ) L3 al a =)
wulgduannailalasdiua annsaindueulsivannndlalasuasiu ¥3e LDH Isoenzymes

NAYBIANNUILUUTIUNTSYUdIRaAN L a N INY I VD ILNT

eumuwinlunsvudsdainmsduluaundnalafinmdnd wazaruansalunisussnn
YLy MIusTndainnuwiuwteresiullenailfAensuinduld mneiosveaungiing
Tnemssfunmamiiouny miﬁuudmﬂsgﬁiwhLﬂu%umauqmﬁwaﬁauﬂwLLasLﬂu%umauﬁﬁwﬁmﬁﬂai
seifnszds Seilnasenrunaioaiuungld 91nn15@nw1ves De la Fuente et al. (2010) Anwmaved
Anuvrukuulunsvudssieseauululannnalalasivawazsesluuneshveavasing (Table 2)
yhnisudsungnad Sruau 72 d dndniede 12-14 Alantu leentsdaungsamsudunguuy
FOUTTVNANUTEAUAUNUILIY A 0.12, 0.20 Uag 0.25 A51UUATADA? Wudlag1adannauYy
uagndsrudwih enmsnnainseduouluiuaniamilslasiiuanarsesluunsiiven nansAnu



wu seauanuiulun1syudsldinanesyauieulatnanmnalalasiuauazgasiuunosiae
aveswnretelitudfyn19adn (P>0.05) Faarunuiwinlunisvudaduluaundnatadnmdad
ﬁuaaaﬁmwsﬂsﬂﬁﬁmumm’]wmLLﬁuﬁmmzauﬁ’m%’Uﬂ'ﬁmuéaLszLLazLLﬂzsuumfmﬁﬂﬁamﬂﬂiw
26 Alangu MsTiAMuUILLY 0.20 Ms1aAsARRT Madunsdimdn 10-14 Alandy awnseld
AMURUULLAAN 0.11-0.14 p1s1asHesa (SCAHAW, 2002)

Table 2 Effect of transport stocking density on hematological values in lambs.

Parameters stocking density (m”/lamb) S.E. Sig.
0.25 0.20 0.12

LDH, U/L

Initial 690.1 796.6 805.3 263.5 ns
Final 777.2 758.0 810.6 1974 ns
Cortisol, ng/ml

Initial 3.69 4012 3.50 2.03 ns
Final 6.38 5.80 5.85 4.25 ns

S.E.: Standard error of the mean. Sig.: Significance.

ns: non-significant

Source: De la Fuente et al. (2010)

Table 3 Effect of transport stocking density on hematological values in lambs.

stocking density (m*/lamb)
Parameters 0.27 0.20 Sig.

mean S.E. Mean S.E.

Glucose, mg/dl

Initial 64.43 4.28 60.91 3.66 ns
Final 46.49" 4.57 69.73" 4.17 wex
LDH, UI/L

Initial 115.52 4.42 112.82 2.62 ns
Final 150.94" 3.81 172.21° 3.39 wx
Cortisol, ng/ml

Initial 16.65 2.30 18.42 6.57 ns
Final 29.90" 2.84 49.24° 3.1 wx

*®. means in the same line with different superscripts are significantly different. S.E.: Standard error of the mean.
Sig.: Significance. ns: non-significant; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001.

Source: Teke et al. (2014)

Teke et al. (2014) Fnwinavasrnuruiwdulunsvudsaseaueulyduananalalnsdiud
Lazoesluunoifveaveung (Table 3) vnsuudaungludlsseh §1uau 55 f dmidnade 29.0 +
1.4 Alan3u Tasmsudsnguunsifu 2 nguuusaussnn Tnesumnthavaudsiisefuanamuiudy
0.20 MMIIUUATABFT UAZAIUSUIUAITITENU 0.27 MI519uRAsHas iufetadonnouruLasnas



yudwinfien1snsainsesunglaaluiden teulvduanmilelnsiiuatazsesluunoifvea na
nsAnYINUI naansvudedndglssungnguannuvuiiiy 0.20 msaunsaem dszdunglagly
don woulwduanevalalasTiua wargasluunesigaaliAingndNguANunuILIL 0.27 A1319UAT
nosegaildudAnnieaiia (P<0.05) nawnszulunsuudsdniglsea udalaininetldday
uansnssudeunsuudsded (P>0.05) lunisnwasadnu fiszAunglaganuvuILuy 0.20 1319
LUATADAIEINIINGNAUNUILY 0.27 MISIUUATADA? msl,ﬁmq@%maaﬂqiﬂa Junaannisiia
nglailleduqa (gluconeogenesis) Ya3g05luuADsAreafiuianaunsnvesdn’s (Baxter,
Forsham,1972) Gssefurasnglaatedsefugiunaranunsadiamududuiigdduuniiseduseslun
AosATea (Kainuma et al., 2009) futulumsfnwafsiiinunzngleadiasninng luvaeifiana
duturessesluunosfveariiuisaunsonuldnsianglailedtta fiatuldumn

Table 4 Effect of transport stocking density on hematological values in lambs.

stocking density (m”/lamb)

Parameters On farm After transport Sig.
030 020 016 030 0.20 0.16

Glucose, mmolL 477" 437" 443 499" 56077 530" e

LDH, UI/L 306.26" 314.00° 27465 296.52°" 39896 350917

Cortisol, nmol/L 56.55 81.51 99.51 58.48 142.10 101.53 ns

*%. Values in the same row with different superscripts are significantly different. ™. Values in the same row with different

superscripts are significantly different. Sig.: Significance. ns: non-significant; **P<0.01; **P<0.001.

Source: Cozar et al. (2016)

donnaeeiu Cozar et al. (2016) Anwmavosnnunuiniulunisvudsioszautoulziian
wndlalasdiuanazgesluuneifvoaveung (Table 4) vinnrsvudswnzludslssan 91uau 77 @9
diniade 28.03 + 0.05 Alandu laswianguauvukuulunIsuues 0.16, 0.20 uag 0.30 1319
wnssies M adenneuruuazndsvudainiiensnsiaiasyfunglaa sedutoulusiuanmmd
lelnsiiua wazoosluunoiitea NansANYINUT HEINTVUAINGLANAMUILLILT 0.20 P15191IRT
soi Tszdueulvsiuanmmalslnsiiwaiiingeninnguarumunuiuil 0.30 msausssos (P<0.05)
uailiumndnefunguauvLILLLe 0.16 ms1amsHes (P>0.05) Anumuiuvulunsuuds 0.20
maunsied funliusyiusesluunesiveageninngunismaasidu (P>0.05) 1ilesa1nidnns
yudzHaneas TINewesmusERludn Trslutsnounsiums uasilefidssnutduvazuansing
fiu TagAnup3gnnounIsUUdLAnINTlaRoU ANNLATEATEMINNITVUANLANIINNITAINSBUIN
N13UTINN Nuowu Weidssnutumandunasnanueioadyay wazanmsladouasainsa (s
Y4y, 2553) nsinsyiuAudITuvenesavealudenioduiainrnueseafilasuniseeusu Tae
Sedniegluannziefenininmeasndseesluunesivea dudusesluulungualiese vaaisuas
waanseunints sesluuresiveainifiddalunsnevavssrernunion Inepesitoasstie
duspaunglaaluidon nszdunisguiaidon sziududsnsinuresszuugiduimhlisinises
dndgoule (W, 2538)



Table 5 Effect of transport stocking density on hematological values in lambs.

Parameters BST* stocking density (m”/lamb) Sig.
0.40 0.30 0.20

Glucose, mg/dl AT 92.62ab + 13.26 79.20IO + 8.29 117.67° + 7.45 *x%
E 69.23" + 8.11 98.95" + 5.31 84.60° + 4.78 o

LDH, U/L AT 1004.46°+ 6657 1108.99" + 53.22 1322.57° + 50.60  ***
E 1330.71° + 89.73  1567.33" + 75.02 784.85  + 71.35 %%

Cortisol, ng/ml AT 54.68 + 8.41 35.08 + 8.49 37.23 + 7.86 ns
E 36.63" + 5.52 13.67" + 5.57 16.32" + 5.16 o

*®. Different letters in the same line show statistical differences between Long Duration Stocking Density groups.
*BST (Blood Sampling Time): AT: After Transport, E: Exsanguination.

Sig.: Significance. ns: non-significant; **P<0.01; **P<0.001.

Source: Akin et al. (2018)

WULREiU Akin et al. (2018) AnwiAnuvuiiidun1svudsnedoseauoulyduaniang
lalnsiuauaraesluunasiveavatuny (Table 5) vinisvudangludalsed 31w 47 f Wnin
e 29 Alansy lneuvsduanunuisiulunisvudawnzglseen 3 sedu Ao 0.40, 0.30 way 0.20
MTUATARAT Sruza1vudtdlsee 3 Falue nan1sANwINUI naensuudsdn gl (AT) ung
Ao | a o ¢ = = ' \
dlanuvuwiu 0.20 Iszdunglnauasieuleduaamnilalasiiuaainitanunuiwiy 0.30 #1319
wasees wallseaunglealiunneneduaunuiity 0,40 A1519UATHBRT (P<0.05) WATEAY

sa ™ v aa = B, ' =

gosluumesAgealiiinuwnna1eiunieada (P>0.05) eunzgnuudsglsesuazioniensen ()
WU NFNAMUNUILL 0.20 A1saunTien seaunglaauaziouleduananalalasiiuanini
AU 0.30 ANT1Rseas willseaunglaaldunndsiuaumuiuiy 0.40 A1519unsHas?
mytnsyauanuduturesnesivealudenteduidinanunienilasunseousu Tneseiu

fa d' I o ado v el a Y] 6 a a 1 . o Yo A [y
AasAveanas \Wurulidindt dnilinnueien naseesluunisenia Cortisol Avinludnidaiudiu
lafingauazilawiusa dndazlennshiuda ndauiledu tnde Famils unaduddgamalisnsnmegedsd
awRNNINgamall AnuR AUNIEINE ANUne HsuUIAdUIINNSTWES Besluuma Uz ay
TugdaiinliiAnanuesen [ulladeddgyiosdimanionmninis (Kruger et al, 2016) 536y
705 lUUARIATEANAINILIBNTDABDN WUT NEUAUVNUINUL 0.40 ANTIBUATsB Hseiugasluy
AasATeAgINIINGUAUNUINYY 0.20 Uar 0.30 agreiltudrdyni1eaia (P<0.05) iiladniifin
ANUASEATNNNEATTRIERsluLRRsAvea lnggesluureTitoadsnssAuNsHannglad lneaaislnala

= 1 @ % & 4 = = & @ Y 9 v o a
wunagavegneludukasnauile wulvivanwnadlalasiualudnszdulmyisunsananin
(Lactic acid) \unsalugin (Pyruvic acid) wendnnglaa Fadunszuiuniswinatgydndulunis
naandsnuliiead wazsedueulyduanmnalalasdualunssuadonasiiingadu (Ekiz et al. 2012)

HavasruvuwiulunsvuderianuaInlaune

De la Fuente et al. (2010) AnwinavainnuvusuulunsvudsianunIniile (Table 6)
Tngvudaunzinerlugalsasin 31uau 72 d7 mtdniade 12-14 Alansy wdenussduanuvukiuly
nsvudsdnIglsean A 0.12, 0.20 kag 0.25 MFINUATABAD NANITANBINUTY TEAUAUNU LY



Tunsvudslifinasormnudunsa-ane anuansalunisguu Aussdianuile wazardveile
wnzeg NITudIAYNNEDR (P<0.05) danndediu Teke et al. (2014) Anwinavasanunuiwuuly
nsvulddmadenmninilovesunsegrelitedfynieada (P>0.05) wanesia Table 7

Table 6 Effect of transport stocking density on meat quality in lambs.

Parameters stocking density (m”/lamb) S.E. Sig.
0.25 0.20 0.12

PHas m. 6.56 6.52 6.52 0.18 Ns
PHoq . 5.53 5.60 5.47 0.19 Ns
WHC
Pressure Loss (%) 39.50 39.62 39.49 3.09 Ns
Cooking Loss (%) 27.18 26.79 26.92 2.32 Ns
Warner-Bratzler
Shear Force (kg/cmz) 6.41 6.58 6.77 1.71 Ns
Shear firmness (kg/cmz) 1.11 1.17 1.17 0.22 Ns
Colour parameters after 24 hour blooming
Lightness (L¥) 44.81 44.64 44.60 3.22 Ns
Redness (a*) 2.06 2.27 2.37 2.18 Ns
Yellowness (b*) 10.52 10.61 10.39 1.08 Ns

WHC: water holding capacity. S.E.: Standard error of the mean. Sig.: Significance. ns: non-significant

Source: De la Fuente et al. (2010)

Table 7 Effect of transport stocking density on meat quality in lambs.

stocking density (m”/lamb)

Parameters 0.27 0.20 Sig.
mean S.E. mean S.E.

PHas m. 6.26 0.05 6.34 0.08 Ns
PH24 1, 5.56 0.01 5.55 0.01 Ns
WHC (%) 11.55 0.59 10.61 0.50 Ns
Cooking Loss (%) 28.32 0.57 28.17 0.44 Ns
WB Shear Force (kg) 4.51 0.31 4.19 0.41 Ns
Colour parameters after 24 hour blooming
Lightness (L*) 39.01 0.48 37.55 0.57 Ns
Redness (a*) 16.08 0.55 16.69 0.30 Ns
Yellowness (b¥) a.67 0.46 4.96 0.34 Ns

WHC: water holding capacity. Sig.: Significance. ns: non-significant.

Source: Teke et al. (2014)



Akin et al. (2018) mmsﬁﬂmmmwmLLuuiumisuuaaLmvmaﬂmmmua Tngldnau
NUILLUY 0. 40, 0.30 waw 0.20 M131LUATADAT (Table 8) mamuﬂmmmuawum mmmmuﬂm—
mwaaszrm 24 4l :m’m’muﬂmﬂumm AN 11NN 5.6 maammuaﬂwmvma DFD mmimm
miaml,aammiﬂmﬂmﬂm ﬂflsamLaamﬂ'ﬁmiUiaamLa AusaaruEe WUt wneflvudenany
MmLLuu 0.20 waz 0.30 AT NLUATHOA) uﬂ'm'riawl,aammﬂﬂ'ﬁLﬂU'im:mLavUiqaﬂ Uz mLLNGlG]
Muilernnniunsfivudenanumuiy 0.40 msmmmmam mumamaqmawmw Luau,ﬂ mum
AUVLILLL 0.20 Way 0.30 AIsInuRIAeR diddveuilodiures a* uaz b mnduiled 0.40
msaunsses fadudnuarvesdidend) uie ufenszéng (OFD: Dark Firm Dry) esannunziin
AANLATLANDUIN ﬁfflﬁi"mmm‘]ﬂmmmmaﬂﬂaiﬂLﬁmﬁazamag}ﬁgﬂuﬂé’mﬁaLLazﬁu syaulnalalau
sggnldauvuavioanas ieunzgnauaziondensonseivlnalanuiimiesgaziuasuidunsa
LLaﬂaﬂﬁaaaa inlsAranudunsa m"mﬂuaqLﬁamwé’qmﬂmi@hﬁmm?Tuw%aﬁma Wuana
uenanilijednidnuae DFD falongmaifiuinwm Lummﬂmn’ﬁaml,aamuae AUNTIASYlan
NSI2A pH 89 imm'ﬁmLLaﬂmﬂwmstmmmimmawaums (&ayie, 2550)

Table 8 Effect of transport stocking density on meat quality in lambs.

Parameters stocking density (m*/lamb) Sig.
0.40 0.30 0.20

PHas m 6.41°+ 008 660"+ 004 651" + 0.04 *x
PHaa 1. 550" + 0.02 5.72° + 0.02 5.76" + 0.01 *xx
Drip Loss (%) 228°+032 234" +0.14 3.43° + 0.27 o
Cooking Loss (%) 2319°+ 080 2615 +083 2284 +0.84 *
WB Shear Force (N) ~ 26.18° = 1.96  41.58" = 2.94 37.26" + 2.94 *ex
Colour parameters after 24 hour blooming
Lightness (L¥) 41.77 + 1.44 42.21 £ 0.60 40.40 + 0.81 Ns
Redness (a*) 19.06" + 0.7 1611+ 0.51 15.24° + 0.56 wox
Yellowness (b*) 751" £ 0.21 6.92" + 0.16 5.52° + 0.25 .

* "< Different letters in the same line show statistical differences between Long Duration Stocking Density groups.

Sig.: Significance. ns: non-significant; *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001.
Source: Akin et al. (2018)
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