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Effect of Nano Zinc Oxide Supplementation in Diet on Growth Performance of Weaned Piglets
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ammwmimaﬂﬂmaﬁuﬁmé’ﬁﬂqm ASF uagfdasnsefuannsgiunisuanegsdeies agaslsfinnu 4
nenundnlusee yaﬂqmwﬂwaﬂammiamauLﬂmmama naungligedoanlen (ZnO) 1ungs {jwuumwwmmu
wilugsdeonlyd (Nano-ZnO) Werfiunigada annsligen LAYARNANTENUADANINSBULALNSAEET Tadaae
asszAvsnmnaiassldituluszeren dadu msdundifegusrasdifleAnuuariinnesinavesnislifedeon
lodlusUuuvauninuily AeaussnnImn1sasgivlawa ATk UL AlUgNANIVEINY INNITTIVTINLATAN
WnansIv1nng $1uru 3 atu Tussd we. 2564-2567 wui maiaiuunludsdoenlesfisziu 150-500 un./nn.
9117 @WT0ALETUANTIONINATIRTYLAULA ﬂgﬂuﬁﬂué’mmwnﬁmtﬁﬂm warUsyansnmnnsidsuemsidu
dmedn lamiigumiunsliddedeanlenunfluseauas (2,500-3,000 1n./nN.) wazdINiInguAIuANaE1l
foddy uenani Smuinisliunlulsdesnlusivisyfulssdnuuryalifimnduudduiaranaziuuauman
yosyaad deduiuslaensaiunsangtiinisainisifnviessimdmeiun Taosedufimanzaslunsaiuaunziuuya
Tnsfide 150 un/nn. Feagulsdn annsaliunlugsdeenlusiionaunudsdesnlodunilunisisinsaiadulauey
muandamiiondslugnanstamerunldessivssansnm Sniadidisanyimaunisliussndingdifuaany
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gmamnsTunIa ssanslulssmalnefnnsitauuazenseduinasgiuedeeidies seludiunis
UsuUssiugnssy 01mnsdnd uazsruugunAvia Taslanizegnsbamdsanningalsnefindueninilugns (ASF) 7
AINANTENURLNTULIIHONTHEN TuYel WA 2567-2568 amumaaﬁmmémL‘%‘m‘?\luuﬁaLLazﬂé’ULﬁz’J’ﬁajm’mJﬂa
Tnedtinauasugianmainuasuagnsndaderiaansaiisasdaansiunlufiuiulszana 4.0-5.0% el
w3aUszLM 18-19 A (@rdnauasugianisinuns, 2567; nsuuadnd, 2567) agdlsiniu sveznguy
(Weaning period) Ssaadutidingaiidrfnlunszurunisndn iesangnansfeandayfuanaaisaainnis
wenul MaAsugULuUeIIINNUILTuR I warnsTaNngalul Faduamgvdnueseinisiieade
MamEUY (Post-weaning diarrhea) kagn1ign15wsediulavedn (Long et al., 2023) lusfin n1saruaudam
wianisinannnsldasdoanlas (Zinc Oxide: ZnO) 1uizﬁumﬁﬁwmﬁqaﬁa 2,000-3,000 Haansumenlansy

913 et iaugadnuasnseuniiduiu winsliludSinaaanslifanansenudedaindenainnisdu

9

De

2

ﬁaaaﬂmmmﬂa LLazLﬁmmmLﬁmﬁiammammua}a%w (Szuba-Trznadel et al., 2021; Kim et al., 2022) o

L3

whlulgymdandn walulageuniauily (Nanotechnology) Tnatanizunlugisdoanlas (Nano-ZnO) Fagn
iy feauauiifivnadnuasiuiidudags doduussinsnmmanndudidiwadald shldansn
anUsunanslegsnadlang 5-10 wi Lﬁ@LﬁﬂUﬁUgULLUU%@LaN InedansUszansnmlunissneld (Kim et al,,
2022; Long et al., 2023) Sty é’mmﬁﬁqﬁi’mqﬂizmﬁﬁaﬁmesﬁm’%a‘uLﬁwmamaamna’%muﬂu%aﬁaaﬂlﬁ”m‘
soaussnammsissapiulnazazuuuyagns Welssiiudnenwlumaduasmaunussdeanladunilusssu

WEINe

Navaa YA UTIARRN YARRENTIONINNISRIYAULA (Growth Performance)

Long et al. (2023) lsimpasslugngnsgnuas (Duroc x Landrace x Yorkshire) 81g 21 Tu $1uu 144
i wuseanidu 4 ngu leun nqualuANay, NgUAIUANUIN (ZnO 3,000 me/ke), Ngx Porous ZnO kazngu
Nano-ZnO 500 mg/kg wuanlugnansseey 1-28 Tunaanguy A15ka3a Nano-ZnO fiszau 500 wn./nn.

v

(ZNP500) Haeliignansisnsinisiulsiads (963 n$u/3u) wasdnsmsiesaivlaeds (520 n3u/4w) genin
nauAuAN (NC) agaiifoddymieadd (P < 0.01) uazlyinadndiliunnsaainnguiiaiy Zno UnAfiszsiu
3,000 un./nn. (Table 1) Sﬁayjaﬁaamﬂé’aqﬁ’umiﬁﬂmmaq Kim et al. (2022) %qwudwmna'%u Nano-ZnO 500
un./nn. (N500) vilvignsnisasaaulalugag 0-14 Juusn (239 nsu/dw) gandinguatunu (195 n3u/3u) uay
Tndidesrunguitleu Zn0 2,500 wn./nn. (In2500) (Table 4)

N154&34 Nano-ZnO fwwiliutieuSuugsuseansnimnisidenmsivntu lay Long et al. (2023) wui
ngu Nano-ZnO 500 un./nn. ddnsiniswasuemisiuimdniiign (1.83) diewisuiunquaue Jeuand

2



UsyAvsamiiiniinduaiuauegaiiioddy (P < 0.05) (Table 1) uananil Szuba-Trznadel et al. (2021) &3
WU N13ka3a Nano-ZnO fisesuiiies 150 un./nn. (Group Il annsavilisamnsidsuomaduimdng
(FCR) Tugatudl 28-47 uay 48-74 ¥aen15MAans (A 1.50 waz 1.60 auddu) Andingudiladsudeddams
(znS04) uaznguilld3u ZnO Unf 3,000 un./nn. egnsliduddny (P < 0.05) (Table 2)

Table 1 Effect of nano-ZnOs on growth performance in weaned piglets

ltem Diet groups (mg/kg)
P-value
NC PC 3,000 HiZ500 ZNP500
1 to 28 days
ADFI, (g) 870+28.8° 1002+34.2"  978+8.0" 963+16.0" < 0.01
ADG, (g) 439+17.9° 529+21.8"  500+17.6" 520+7.9" < 0.01
F:G ratio 1.99+0.041° 1.90+0.048% 1.94+0.050°° 1.83+0.020°  0.09

ADFI average daily feed intake; ADG average daily gain; F:G ratio feed to gain ratio: NC negative control;
PC - positive control. Data are shown as means SEM (n7 or 8).

Means labeled with different uppercase letters indicate significant differences (P<0.05), and means
labeled with different lowercase letters indicate a trend (0.05 <P<0.10)

' HiZ500, 500 mg/kg porous Zno particles in the diet

2 ZNP500, 500 mg/kg of nano ZnO particles in the diet Source: Long et al. (2023)

wamsAnwIInie 3 ety Fidululufiamaieatuessdaauin maasuuiludsdeantesd (Nano-
7n0) Tusgfusudies 150-500 un./nn. aansnduasuanssannmseiqivlnvosgnansveusldisurinty
nslagedeenledund (Zno) TuseAuasiis 2,500-3,000 un./nn. wazdslvinainingualuntegelitud Aty

Uszansnmdlaniiunes Nano-ZnO wifagldluuTunadianasis 5-10 wh anunsaedureldsenalnnis
menmuasTanmitddy nanfte eymefifvuindnnit 100 wiluwns dwalidiuiiiaduda (Surface Area)
dintuivnaa Seeifiunnuansalunsaraiouasaseaviua (Bioavailability) Tun1sgedususiisd 14
1#AfedunuTeuees Kim et al. (2022) wardonndostu Bonetti et al. (2024) Afusuiroumeauluauns
nownunsley Zno sedugaldegnsauysal

wANINNANAIUNTAATUILE Nano-ZnO deflunumardglunisduasuauanaild lneddneamly
msaanissnauluszuumaiuemsuagteaiueinsvionds 39 Szuba-Trznadel et al. (2021) Wuinsesy
nsiadadins 150 un./nn. Aiftsswasionistlastutiywnil Snvisdideyuaunavesgdunisludld Tnsiame
Mt ans YRR naNTiTusslend WU Coprococcus wag Blautia FalauduiusiBauinse

Usednsnmnisldens (Long et al., 2023)



Table 2 Production results and diarrhea occurrence.

Trait

(ZnSO4) 150mg/kg

(ZnO) 3500mg/kg

(nZnO) 150me/kg  p-Value

Body weight, kg

28th day 8.2 + 0.24 8.4+ 0.50 8.3 + 0.46 0.692

47th day 12.7° + 0.62 13.4° + 0.58 132° + 0.72 0.041

74th day 27.0° + 1.64 282"+ 1.42 289" + 1.16 0.019

Daily gain, ¢

28th-47th day 231" + 22.27 262"+ 13.14 252"+ 2820  0.021

48th-74th day 528" + 49.30 542° + 41.11 586"+ 4145  0.023

28th-74th day 394" + 36.35 415" + 32.65 435" + 2491 0018
Daily feed intake, ¢

28th-47th day 406 + 0.05 426 + 0.04 401 + 0.03 0.303

48th-74th day 979 + 0.08 975 + 0.06 959 + 0.07 0.807
Feed conversion

28th-47th day 171+ 0.12 166"+ 0.09 1.56° + 0.08 0.004

48th—74th day 1777+ 0.14 1.70° + 0.12 1.60° + 0.10 0.017

Significant differences marked within a new in small letters indicate p<0.05, while those marked with
capital letters indicate p<0.01.
Source: Szuba-Trznadel et al. (2021)

HavasaunIAuIluTeAvanlynranzuuuLAgNs (Fecal Score)

Kim et al. (2022) wuiiluts 14 Fuwsnudamegiun nguiilssu Nano-znO 500 un./nn. flgtRnisainig
\Aevieaidvanasvdewios 5.13% davinfunguitldsu Zno Und 2,500 un./nn. Tuvazdingumiuauilsnsgds
20.51% (P = 0.009) (Table 4)

21NN13ANYIVBY Oh et al. (2022) WuiN15ta3u Nano-ZnO (1.575 Agkuw) kaz ZnO Uni (2.096
AzuuL) Drelviazuundnunrganssitudeifieutunguaiunu (P = 0.045) (Table 3) aglsfiniu sefuvas
Nano-ZnO fnasteuszananmlunismuauiieads Tne Kim et al. (2022) Fl¥idiuin n1sld Nano-znO fisedi
300 1n./nN. (N300) Iinanzuuugaanse (Fecal score) finiiuagianuasiiinnniinislifisedu 150 un./nn.

(N150) Toeannzlutiawsnuasienuy (Table 5)



Table 3 Effects of different forms and levels of zinc as alternative to medical zinc oxide on growth

performance and faecal score of weaning piglets 0-28 days. (6 replications/treatment).

NC PC Nano
Performance SE p-Value
0 2500 100 200
Initial BW (kg) 6.8 6.8 6.8 6.8 0.2 1.000
Final BW (kg) 143 163 16.2 15.4 1.01 0.721
ADG (g) 266.6 3392 334.8 307.6 31.94 0.608
ADFI (g) 446.4  565.4 496.8 489.6 33.02 0.288
G:F (g/9) 0.592  0.59 0.668 0.628 0.0456 0.712
Faecal score* 1.613° 2.096° 1.575° 1.715% 0.1093 0.045

Abbreviations: NC: no additional added zinc oxide in diet (negative control); PC:NC + 2500mg/kg zinc
oxide (positive control); zinc; SE: standard error; BW: body weight; ADG: average daily gain; ADFI:
average daily feed intake; G:F: feed efficiency; Fecal score: 0-3 score (diarrhea—fresh-faced). ““ Means
in the same row with different superscripts differ (p<.05). * Contrast: NC vs other treatments (p<.05). ”
Contrast: PC vs Chelate (p<.05). * Contrast: PC vs Nano(p<.05).

Source: Oh et al. (2022)

aghslsfinnu fdedaunafiunaulaninnisfinwives Wang et al. (2022) Fiuuszdufiunnsnsfudniios
Tagszyinnsld Nano-znO luseduidniAuly (eendt 100-200 un./nn.) enalsiasnsariuauAzLLLgINSE
(Fecal score) lfogaadoifloifisuiunsld Zno sduindvinen (3,000 un./an.) AnmduLlsYosHaNTT
yanosionafiawvmunantiaduniouen Wy gudnvazvesanandeuluniaidies (Environmental Hygiene)
yionulvesaeiusgnanstedenolsaiiuanieiu downil sedumaeduivanaunasaonss figelu
nsmuauamMsesdsnigliannenisissialy Ssaaseglurag 200-500 un./nn. Ssaonadastudaiauouuy
94 Xiao et al. (2023) finviluszduuiinmil Nano-zn0 asidiluviminfiufuaugagdunidludild (Gut
Microbiota Modulation) lngdsiasunisiinduauuuaiii3enguiifiusslev wu Coprococcus siiunum

drAnflunisaiansaluiuanedu (SCFAs) iietieUrsuwaduladlduazannisniay

definnsanFouifisufuguuuudu Oh et al. (2022) 1891w Fadlugufian (Chelated Zinc) 87197
gnsnsgaduidngnszuaidianlaanittuuisaniae luwdvesnisdesiulsaniadue1mis Nano-ZnO fits
If3sudadisuieuiimioninluaesussifundn Ao anududmiaassgaand waznalnnisesngnd
awizdt Tnefununsndnues Nano-znO Susninsuuuufian Snisdsdanauifimenisamiifiuadnvie
Nano-size effect Fstreifiufiuiifnduda dwalilgrssuidouuaiiSeiivinaiuigldlilnensuasian
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Table 4 Effect of dietary zinc oxide of concentrations and sources on growth performance in weaning

piglets
Experiment 1
[tem
Control IN2500 N500 N150 SEM p-value
0-14 day
ADG (g) 195° 242° 239° 203% 8.6 0.026
ADFI (g) 304° 368" 362° 322 9.43 0.011
FCR 1.56 1.52 1.51 1.6 0.02 0.644
Fecal score 3.87° 3.13° 3.23° 3.53% 0.1 0.016
Diarrhea incidence (%) 20.51° 5.13° 5.13° 10.26™ 0.02 0.009
15-28 day
ADG (g) 344 406 392 367 10.59 0.154
ADFI (g) 528 562 500 486 16.94 0.442
FCR 1.52 1.44 1.43 1.45 0.03 0.721
Fecal score 347 3 3.1 3.2 0.07 0.121
Diarrhea incidence (%) 20.51° 2.56° 5.13° 7.69% 2.56 0.011
Overall (0-28 d)
ADG (g) 270° 3242 316° 285%° 8.35 0.034
ADFI (g) 412° 476° 462 426 9.49 0.025
FCR 1.53 1.47 1.46 1.5 0.01 0.396

Control=0 In2500= 2,500 mg ZnO/kg N500= 500 mg nano-ZnO/kg N150= 150 mg nano-ZnO/kg

Y1 = hard, dry pellets in a small, hard mass; 2 = hard, formed stool that remains firm and soft; 3 =
soft, formed and moist stool that retains its shape; 4 = soft, unformed stool that as sumes the shape
of the container; 5 = watery, liquid stool that can be poured.

> Means within a column with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.05). ADG, average daily
gain; ADFI, average daily feed intake; FCR, feed conversion ratio.

Source: Kim et al. (2022)



Table 5 Effect of nano-ZnOs on growth performance in weaned piglets

Experiment 2

ltem SEM p-value
In2500 N300  N150
Phase 1 (0-14 d)
ADG (g) 219  239° 196° 7.19 0.028
ADFI (g) 307 331 2745 10.4 0.061
FCR 1.40 1.39 1.39 0.02 0.941
Fecal score 3.16° 313" 345° 0.06 0.033
Phase 2 (15-28 d)
ADG (g) 293 300 270 9.53 0.442
ADFI (g) 438 442 400 8.58 0.065
FCR 15 1.48 1.51 0.05 0.979
Fecal score 4.05 4.08 4.28 0.07 0.379
Overall (0-28 d)
ADG (g) 256 270 233 7.85 0.056
ADFI (g) 373 387 337 9.12 0.056
FCR 1.45 1.435 1.45 0.036 0.961

IN2500= 2,500 mg ZnO/kg N300= 300 mg nano-ZnO/kg N150= 150 mg nano-ZnO/kg

Y1 = hard, dry pellets in a small, hard mass; 2 = hard, formed stool that remains firm and soft; 3 =
soft, formed and moist stool that retains its shape; 4 = soft, unformed stool that as sumes the shape
of the container; 5 = watery, liquid stool that can be poured.

%5 Means within a column with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.05).

ADG, average daily gain; ADFI, average daily feed intake; FCR, feed conversion ratio.

Source: Kim et al. (2022)
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