O o

10

11

12

13

14

o
p—

Ranking number according to index selection

10 4

15 -

20

IND1

o
N

Ranking number according to index selection

10

15 4

20 -

IND2a

Ranking number according to index selection

10 A

15 -

Ranking number according to index selection

10 -

15 4

IND 1

Ranking number according to index selection

10 -

15 4

20

(]

— S
=] 8

s——_ 2 ||3,
x
~\_ A 3
-

£10

L g0

— fus
/ g
©
z

& —] 15
7 E
c
a0
£
X
c
©
[-4

i

t’%i[
IND2b

Supplementary Figure S1. Differences in ranking position of selection indexes (IND1,
IND2a, IND2b) in montanera and campo system observed for (a) PROC 1 and (b) PROC 3 of

progenies of 21 boars fattened in both production systems.
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