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Influence of Glucoside Peptide Injecta on the Production Performance of Pigs

QU Gui-juan et al (College of Animal Science and Technology, Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun, Jilin 130118)

Abstract [ Objective] The purpose of the research was to supply experimental foundation for the application of a new type of animal immuni-
zing preparation-glucoside peptide injecta. [ Method] The pigs in different developmental stages were injected with different dosages of gluco-
side peptide injecta through intramuscular injection and then their influence on the weight increase performance and disease-resistant effect of
pigs was observed. [ Result] The weight increase difference of 20 — 50 days old pigs injected with the medicine in sucking period and nursing
stage between experimental group and control group was not significant; that of 50 — 120 days old pigs was significant and that of 120 - 150
days old pigs was not significant. The sickness rate and mortality of pigs injected with the medicine before they were 20 days old in experimen-
tal group were 8.16% and 2.04% resp. and that in control group were 6.52% and 2.17% resp. The sickness rate of pigs injected with the
medicine before they were 50 days old in experimental group was 2.08% and there was no pig dead. The sickness rate and mortality of pigs in-
jected with the medicine before they were 50 days old in control group were 11.11% and 2.22% resp. The bodyweight difference of 120 days
old pigs between experimental group and control group was significant. The weight increase of pigs, which began to be injected with the medi-
cine in formative stage, in experimental group was greater than that in control group. [ Conclusion] Glucoside peptide injecta was a new ani-
mal remedy, which was worthy of development and application.
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Table 1 Increase weight situation of pig in lactation period and rear period after treatment keg/3k
a5 I — 20 HIMAE 50 HIMAE 20~50 HEMEE 120 HIR{AE 50~120 HEHEE 150 HIRMMAE 120 ~150 HIEE
20 days old 50 days old 20 -50 days 120 days 50 - 120 days 150 days 120 - 150 days
Group Headage Grice weight
weight weight old gain weight old weight old gain weight old weight old gain weight
R 1 11 1.59+0.16 10.90+0.16 19.80x+0.86  8.90+0.18 77.80 £1.69 58.00 £1.08 106.40 +2.26 28.60 £2.90
Test 2 10 1.48+0.08 8.50+0.08 18.400.68 9.90+2.62 77.90£1.43 59.50 £0.79 107.80 +1.88 29.90 £2.40
group 3 11 1.37£0.11 7.00+0.11"17.80£0.72 10.80 £2.96 77.70 £1.08 59.90 +0.96 104.50 £1.94 26.80 £2.91
4 1.61+0.12 10.00+0.12 18.92+1.07 8.92+1.49 80.90 £2.96 61.98 £0.63 112.80 +2.82 31.90 £1.31
5 1.57+0.10 9.10+0.10 18.68 +0.73  9.58 +1.72 73.40 £1.98 54.72 £1.07 98.60 £1.95 25.20£1.60
hopistiil 1 1.38+£0.19 7.00+0.86"16.20+1.22 9.20+1.58 62.80 +1.94 46.60 +0.86 89.90 +£2.98 27.10 £2.74
Control 2 10 1.37+0.15 7.29+0.55 16.50+1.38 9.20+1.30 63.80 +1.46 47.30£0.93 93.50 £4.70 29.70 £1.64
group 3 11 1.41£0.12 8.10x0.64 17.20+£1.06* 9.10x1.06 58.50 £2.43 41.30+1.26 88.60 £3.34 30.10+4.23
4 8 1.49+0.15 8.50+0.78 17.80+1.58 9.30+1.82 60.40 +2.98 42.60 £0.82 91.20£2.43 30.80 +3.78
5 9 1.51+1.32 9.20+0.72 16.80+1.30 7.60+2.26 59.20£1.74 42.40 £0.85 84.80 +£2.62 25.60 £2.44

E: « AERFLTHRHHE.

Note: * Increase weight after removing death number.
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Table 2 Disease situation of pig in lactation period and rear period after treatment sk
231 L 20 Hi##& 20 days old 50 H¥& 50 days old 120 H¥& 120 days old
b 3718 TR B FET R B TR
Group Headage i i i
Disease number Death number Disease number Death number Disease number  Death number

R 1 11 1 0 0 0 0
Test group 2 10 1 0 0 0 0

3 11 2 1 1 0 1 0

4 8 0 0 0 0 0

5 1 0 0 0 0
payiicei:] 1 8 1 1 0 0 0
Control group 2 10 0 0 0 1 0

3 11 0 2 1 0 0

4 8 1 1 1 0 1 0

5 9 1 1 0 0 0

T R EREIEM FPIRE RS, 150 Hig iR RE S E0% 0,
Note: Main disease species were diarthea and upper respiratory tract infection. The disease and death number of 150 days old were 0.
2.3 FEEKHI(50~120 BER) A EMEERR HER3 4HE:RREREBE(P<0.05),
A 0L,50 BSTFHAES 4 25,120 HIRHRE, RBR4AAXR 2.4 HERNHALEHNEERR BF4TLBEFR
3 BHEKPHBGHERR

Table 3 Increase weight situation of pig in grow period after medication keg/3k
415 - 50 HigthE 120 HAMAE 50 ~120 FBE 150 HigAE 120 ~150 AR E
50 days old 120 days old 50 -120 days old 150 days old 120 - 150 days old
Group Headage
body weight body weight gain weight body weight gain weight
R 1 8 14.5+1.25 69.7 £2.56 55.25 +4.23 99.40 +1.82 29.65 +2.23
Test group 2 10 16.5 +2.08 81.5+3.33 55.00 +4.81 111.80 +3.80 29.30 £2.35
3 7 16.8 +1.72 74.8 +1.75 58.00 +5. 80 103.40 +2.19 28.60 +2.74
4 9 18.5 +2.51 80.2 +£3.01 61.70 +4.48 106.80 +3.10 26.60 +2.28
5 8 16.2 +2.18 76.8 £2.02 50. 60 +5. 56 102.50 +2.40 25.70 £3.14
oy 1 9 13.8 £1.68 54.2+2.63 40.48 +3.71 83.80 +4.44 29.50 +£5.56
Control group 2 8 17.5+1.82 60.8 £2.65 43.30 £2.98 90.40 +2.50 29.60 +5.29
3 7 17.2 +1.46 57.8 £3.27 40.60 +5.29 89.20 +1.80 31.40 +4.23
4 8 18.4 +1.80 63.2+£2.65 44.80 +2.44 93.60 +3.09 30.40 +4.48
5 8 16.5 +2.22 62.8+1.72 46.30 +4.44 91.20 £3.65 28.40 £3.78
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64.71 Hil) ,FHZHE 0.25 ml/kg, 120 HSHRE, B4 5%F
T2 B, 0520 B B4R AR L, 3 EBOR

R4 HEBYPLBREERER
Table 4 Increase weight situation of pig in nurture period after medi-

cation keg/3k
a9 sy 120 HIRHE 1% RIRSE PRRAT
ays ol 150 days old
Group Headage average weight average weight 120 - 150 ‘days 2 d
average gain weight
b7 Wi | 1 9 64.20£2.55 89.80+3.9%4 27.40 +3.39
Test 2 58.20+1.83 94.10+2.982  35.80+2.71
group 3 60.90 +3.85 96.20+3.54 35.30 +3.00
4 10 64.20 £4.55 90.80 +2.62 26.60 +4.01
5 8 61.70 £3.87 94.68 +4.87 32.98 £2.85
XHRA 1 10 61.40+2.45 90.80£3.80  29.40£3.36
Control 2 9 59.78 +3.22 87.80+3.80 28.02+2.93
group 3 9 58.50+2.76 86.20 +3.09 27.70 £3.15
4 9 57.80+3.37 91.20+4.44 33.40 £3.11
5 8 61.60£3.20 93.60+6.00 32.00 +2.37
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