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Table 1. Chemical composition of experimental diets(as fed

basis)

Chemical composition %
Digestible energy(Kcal/kg) 3,300
Crude protein 14.31
Calcium 0.93
Phosphorus 0.50
Lysine 0.79
Methionine 0.22
Threonine 0.53
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Table 2. Effects of different gestation housing systems on
lameness score in primiparous SOws

Items IS HS FAS ESF SEM p-value
At week 1 1.0 1.0 11 11 0.05 0.578
At week 3 1.0 1.0 11 1.0 0.03 0.404
At week 5 11 1.2 12 1.3 0.13 0.763
At week 7 12 14 12 15 0.18 0.576
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Table 3. Effects of different gestation housing systems on
incidence of scratches in primiparous Sows

Items IS HS FAS ESF SEM p-value
At week 1 153 93 %69 169" 343 0.001
At week 3 25 165*  416' 271" 376 <0.001
At week 5 27 133 27T 139 275 0.001
At week 7 18107 28 182% 224 <0.001

& Values with different superseripts in the same row differ significantly (p<0.05).
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Table 4. Effects of different gestation housing systems on blood
constituents in primiparous Sows

Items IS SS  FAS ESF SEM p-value
RBC, x10%/ul 707 680 677 634 506 0.360
WBC, x10%ul 1288 1204 1130 12656 158 0.523
NE, % 3646 3735 3798 4310  4HA 0.881
LY, % 5146 5177 5140 4536 53 0.360
MO, % 672 548 530 592 071 0.270
EO, % 532 537 528 538 114 0.932
BA, % 008 008 008 008 002 0.896
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