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Table 1, Effect of various feeding regimes on the changes of body weight, backfat and feed intake of lactating sow

DRY SEMILIQUID LIQUID
Body wt. kg
7 day before farrowing 268+6.0 272+9.6 257+19.6
at weaning 240+5.7 247+9.8 234+16.9
Back fat, mm
7 day before farrowing 20.33+0.9 21.22+1.4 16.3%+1.5
at farrowing 17.73b+1 5 19.03+0.9 14.80+1.38
at weaning 15.5+0.8 16.7+1.4 15.5+2.3
Feed intake, kg/d 5.1b+0,09 4,9b+0,27 5.82+0,13

*DRY = dry feeding, SEMILIQUID = semiliquid feeding, LIQUID = liquid feeding

*Values are means + SE
*Different superscripts in the same row differ (p(0.05).

Table 2, Piglet growth rate, sows milk yield during lactation period and days of returm to estrus of lactating sows fed via

the various feeding methods

DRY SEMILIQUID LIQUID
Piglet body wt. kg
at farrowing 1.3£0.13 1.4+0.08 1.6+0.14
at weaning 5.940. 31 5.6+0. 38 6.4+0.37
gain, kg/21d 4,6+0.21 4,3+0.37 4,910.24
Milk production, !/d 8.9b+0,.25 8.6+0.72 10.9+0.92
Weaning-estrus, day 3.4+0.09 2.7+0.84 2.8+1.03

*DRY = dry feeding, SEMILIQUID = Semiliquid feeding, LIQUID = liquid feeding

*Values are means + SE
*Different superscripts in the same row differ (p<0.05).
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