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ANALYSIS TO THE REPRODUTIVE TRAITS OF LEAN-T YPE
PIGS BASED ON FIELD DATA

Li Jiaqi Chen Wenguang
(Dept. of Animal Science, South China Agr. Univ., Guangzhou, 510642)

Abstract

A total of 4232 litters born between 1993 and 1996 from 1035 Duroc, Yorksire and Landrace
sows were obtained to evaluate nubmer of born alive (NBA ) and total number born (TNB),
gestation period (GP) and farrowing interval (FI). GPs of Duroc, Landrace, Yorksire and 113
42.15, 114.78+2.10 and 115.57 2. 03 days respectively. NBA and TNB were improved
by selection during the first three years, but there was no improvement for Fl in the four years.
M ain effects of breed, parity and mating system significantly influenced litter size and FI (P<Z
0. 01). Least-square means of TNB, NBA and FI were 8.64, 7.98 piglets and 158.26 days in
Duroc, 10.11, 8.86 piglets and 153.28 days in Yorksire, 9.13, 8.09 piglets and 155.65 days
in Landrace respectively. TNB and BNA by crossbreeding mating were more 0. 75 and 0. 71
piglets than by pure breeding mating (P<0. 0D).

Key words pigs; farm-test; litter size; farrowing interval; gestation period; parity



