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Effects of back fat changes on reproductive performances of Large
White pig in the pregnancy period

CHEN Yonggang' , KONG Lingxuan', YE Jian', LI Gen®, CAI Gengyuan'~
(1 National Engineering Research Center for Swine Industry/College of Animal Science, South China Agricultural University,
Guangzhou 510642, China; 2 Guangdong Wens Pig Breeding Co. , Ltd. , Xinxing 527400, China)

Abstract ; The reproductive performance of sows is one of the main production indicators for pig farms.
There is a significant correlation between back fat thickness and reproductive performance of the sow. To
study effects of back fat thickness on reproductive performances of sows at different stages of gestation
period by regulating, the new French Large White pig from Wens breeding pig company were chosed as
subjects. The back fat thickness and reproductive performances were measured at different stages of
gestation period. The best reproductive performance of sows appeared in early pregnancy and mid-
pregnancy with back fat thickness regulation range of —2 to 3 mm. The best reproductive performance of
sows appeared in late pregnancy with back fat thickness regulation range of —2 to 0 mm. Back fat
thickness of sow keep in a appropriate range, which can improve its reproductive performance and

increase benefits of pig farm.
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