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Comparative Analysis on the Farrowing Performance of Berkshire Sows in Different Parities
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Abstract
formance is one of the key factors in determining pig production efficiency , there are many factors that affect sow litter performance ,and parity

As an imported fine breed, Berkshire is famous for its fast growth rate,high lean meat rate and abundant snowflake meat. Sow per-

is one of the factors.This article compared and analyzed the farrowing situation of American Barkshire sows with different parities, explored the
relationship between Barkshire sow parity and farrowing performance,and provided a certain reference for the selection and retention of Bark-
shire sows. The results showed that there was significant effect in the total litter size, live litter size,healthy litter size and weak litter size of

Berkshire sows between different parities.The best litter size of Berkshire sows was at 3—5 parities.
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Fig.1 Berkshire parities and normal litter size
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Fig.2 Berkshire parities and abnormal litter size
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Table 1 Berkshire parities and parturition condition

P i i fiEiPE e ATH
Pu o Litter Total number Number £ health £ weak Mummy
21 1 number of litter of live litter ?n catty l'(;t wea foetus

& 5 size /) S size /) 3k i e;:lze i e;qsne S

1 285 8.60+0.15 bB 7.21+0.18 ¢B 6.82+0.18 bB 0.34+0.05 bcA 0.50+0.08 aA
2 211 9.84+0.18 aA 8.69+0.20 bA 8.25+0.19 aA 0.41+0.05 bcA 0.33+0.05 aA
3 142 9.94+0.20 aA 8.82+0.22 abA 8.54+0.21 aA 0.26+0.05 cA 0.42+0.09 aA
4 95 10.40+0.26 aA 9.45+0.27 aA 8.88+2.43 aA 0.51+0.08 abA 0.25+0.08 aA
5 56 10.13+0.34 aA 9.14+0.34 abA 8.73+0.31 aA 0.39+0.09 bcA 0.29+0.09 aA
6 46 10.09+0.42 aA 8.89+0.37 abA 8.11+0.35 aA 0.76+0.13 aA 0.37+0.12 aA
=7 34 10.74+0.37 aA 8.88+0.47 abA 8.18+0.43 aA 0.71+0.16 abA 0.29+0.16 aA

T WS R NG T RER 7R 22 57 .35 (P<0.05) s AR TR 22 594 .35 (P<0.01)

Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant differences (P<0.05) ;different uppercase letters indicate extremely significant differ-

ences (P<0.01)
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