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1.   (r)  ,  
,           

    
    

 
 

 

08.08. 2013 .,  15  

  -0,84*** 0,23 - 

  - 0,71** - 0,23 

 0,75*** -0,16 -0,70** 

14.09.2013 ., 15  
  -0,40 -0,10 - 

  -0,96*** - -0,10 

01.11.2013 ., 4  

  -0,74 -0,7 - 

  0,15 - -0,7 

 -0,26 0,39 0,08 

15.04.2014 ., 12  
  -0,62* 0,28 - 

  -0,45 - 0,28 

 

2.   (r)  ,  
,           

    

   

 

 

 

 

08.08. 2013 ., 15  

  -0,76*** 0,14 - 

  -0,72** - 0,14 

 -0,08 -0,39 0,50 

14.09.2013 ., 15  
  -0,45 0,15 - 

  -0,59* - 0,15 

01.11.2013 ., 4  

 -0,57 0,21 0,16 

  -0,62 0,63 - 

  -0,89 0,22 0,63 

15.04.2014 ., 12  
  -0,60* -0,29 - 

  -0,23 - -0,29 

 

    
      

        (-0,76***; -0,60*),    
 (-0,84***; -0,62*).  , ,   

 ,   (  )  . 
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The proposed system tests of horses heavy draft breeds on 

locomotory merits. Revealed that the results of the competitions on the 
best time to overcome the distance walked and trotted depends on 
larger values of length and frequency step horses. 

Soviet Heavy Draft Horse, examining, locomotory merits, step, 
trot. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


