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Abstract

This experiment aims to investigate the effect of fermented feed on the growth performance of pig-
lets. 64 healthy Lunan white pig piglets (28-day-old) with an average weight of 6.67 + 0.18 kg were
selected and randomly divided into 2 groups, with 32 piglets in each group and 4 replicates in each
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group. The control group was fed with corn soybean meal feed, while the experimental group was
fed with fermented corn soybean meal feed. The results showed that: The fermented feed can sig-
nificantly improve the growth performance of piglets, with a 12.20% increase in daily weight gain
(P < 0.05) and a significant decrease in diarrhea rate by 54.15% (P < 0.05). It can be seen that the
fermentation treatment of probiotics in piglet feed helps to improve its growth performance.
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Table 1. Composition and nutrient levels of the basal feed (air-dry basis) (%)
1 EMARE R R EFRK (KT EA8) (%)
JEURHE R s HIRKI TE
ES/S 49.00 RFEE(MIKg) 12.82
ALK 11.00 BRI 18.01
A 23.00 45 0.68
EREZ 5.00 A Rk 0.30
AL G 7.00 R 0.96
TR L D 5.0
At 100
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12.20% (P <0.05). X HEZHAHLL, TAPHR A P 2E A7 (1 k) 25 LRI VS 22 0 38 FRAIK, 40 I FRAIK 7.8%. 54.15%
(P <0.05). TR AEBEA TR H R &R AL N 3.44%, %R AEZE P >0.05).

Table 2. Effects of fermented feed on growth performance of weaned pigs
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FEAEL 32 32
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G5 %1% 4.82 +0.712 221 +0.52° 0.012
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0.01).
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