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Effect of crop residue from Kaentawan on growth performance of finishing pig
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Abstract: The objectives of this study were to determine the used of crop residue from Kaentawan (CRK) on growth
performance in finishing pigs. Twenty crossbred pigs (Large white x Landrace) were randomly allotted according to
Randomized completely block design (RCBD) into 5 groups (4 pigs/group; 3 male and 1 female). Each group was assigned to
receive diets with 0, 2, 4, 6 and 8%CRK. Pigs were started on the feeding trial at the body weight of 60 kg to the final weight of

95 kg. Feed intake (FI) weight gain (WG) and feeding period were recorded. Average daily gains (ADG), feed conversion ratio
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(FCR) were evaluated. The results showed that FI (2.96 kg/h/d), ADG (0.81 kg/h/d), FCR (3.68) and feeding period (43.4 d)

were similar among treatments (P>0.05). It could be concluded that CRK could be used in the diet in finishing pig up to 8%

without any adversary effect on growth performance.
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Level of crop residue from Kaentawan (%) in diets

Ingredients 0 2 4 6 8
Kaentawan,kg DM 0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00
Feed concentrate*, kg DM 14.0 14.0 14.0 14.0 14.0
Rice bran, kg DM 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0
Broken rice, kg DM 46.0 44.0 42.0 40.0 38.0
Total 100 100 100 100 100
Nutritive value (%DM)

Dry matter (DM) 92.5 93.0 92.8 92.9 93.2
Organic matter (OM) 96.0 95.1 95.3 94.6 94.7
Ash 3.99 4.94 4.72 5.39 5.35
Crude protein (CP) 14.4 14.0 14.3 14.3 15.6
Crude fiber (CF) 1.08 1.34 1.61 1.62 1.50
Ether extract (EE) 7.52 8.53 8.52 9.37 9.16
Nitrogen free extract (NFE) 65.6 64.2 63.7 62.2 61.6
Calcium (Ca) 0.67 0.66 0.69 0.67 0.68
Total phosphorus (P) 1.04 1.21 1.20 1.20 1.22
Gross energy (GE), kcal/g 4.81 5.02 4.88 4.55 5.1
Price, baht/kg 12.96 12.81 12.66 12.51 12.36
Feed cost, baht 1,419.12 1,700.53 1,851.53 1,641.94 1,455.39




