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Subject of Review: 

 
Over the past 4 decades, the structure of the U.S. hog industry has 
evolved rapidly, with fewer farms producing more hogs. This raises 
questions about how hog farms have changed in size, diversification, 
use of contracts, location, and production efficiency. Questions also 
arise about the extent of economies of size in hog production and the 
use of various production practices by farm size. Recent animal 
welfare legislation in some States has implications for the types of 
housing and equipment that are used in hog production. Manure 
management systems used in U.S. hog production have environmental 
implications. This report addresses how hog farm structure has 
changed over the past 4 decades, how cost of production varies by 
farm size and production type, and the types of production practices 
currently used on U.S. hog farms. 

 
Purpose of Review: 

 
The purpose of the review is to ensure the high-quality of the economic analysis, 
transparent explanation of methods, objective interpretation of results, and effective 
communication to the intended audience.  
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