
 25

5.2.5 Validity of MACE results 
 
Estimated breeding values for bulls by the MACE methodology obviously depend, among others things, 
on the national EBVs for bulls and genetic correlations between countries. Therefore, these should be re-
estimated when ever new national evaluations are available. 
 
 

 
 

5.2.6 Publication of Interbull (MACE) evaluations 
 
Status of the Interbull evaluations in each country, and whether they are considered official or not, is 
decided upon by national genetic evaluation centers. A summary of these policies can be found on the 
Interbull web site (www.interbull.org). However, publication and advertisement of Interbull evaluations is 
regulated by Interbull’s “Code of Practice” and especially through the “Advertising Guidelines”.  
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