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Effect of Stocking Density on Growth Performance of Finishing Pigs
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Table 1. Effect of stocking density on growth performance parameters of finishing pigs

Stocking density (m?%/pig)

ltems 0.85 1.28 p-value Ref
ADFI (kg) 2.05+0.55 2.06+0.03 - 0.203

FW (kg) 136.63+6.23 140.56+4.71 - 0.001

ADG (kg) 0.974+0.04 1.005+0.03 - 0.002 v
FCR 2.10+0.07 2.05+0.07 - <0.001

ltems 0.82 1.23 2.46

ADFI (kg) 2.12+0.05 2.15+0.05 2.17+0.05 0.822

FW (ke) 68.87+0.64 69.63+1.35 70.45+0.36 0.635

ADG (kg) 0.82+0.01 0.84+0.03 0.87+0.0 0.311 z
FCR 2.58+0.08 2.56+0.05 2.51+0.07 0.753

ltems 0.78 0.96

ADFI (kg) 2.31 2.14 - 0.110

FW (ke) 101.5 104.3 - 0.400

ADG (kg) 1.01 0.98 - 0.809 ¥
FCR 2.32 2.18 - <0.001

Remark: ADFI= Average Daily Feed Intake, ADG=Average Daily Gain, FCR=Feed Conversion significant
difference (P<0.05) Ratio 1/ Caldas et al. (2020) , 2/ Li et al. (2020), 3/ Camp Montoro et al. (2022)
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