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(Effect of Lactobacillus reuteri supplementation on growth performance of weaning pigs)
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Table 1. Effects of L. reuteri ( LR ) on growth performance and diarrhea of weaned pigs.

ltems Treatments SEM P-value
CON LR LP

Initial BW, kg 6.10 6.11 6.10 0.065 0.893

Final BW, kg 14.9° 17.52 16.43P 0.43 0.017

ADFI, g/day 321 384 358 13.40 0.154

ADG, g/day 207° 2742 24430 10.30 0.017

G/F 0.664 0.714 0.681 0.0219 0.686

2bvalues within a row with different superscripts differ significantly at p < 0.05.
LR= Lactobacillus reuteri , LP=Lactobacillus plantarum CGMCC 1258 BW=Body Weight , ADFI= average

daily feed intake , ADG=average daily gain, G/F= gain-to-feed ratio

SEM= Standard error of mean.

Source: Tang et al. (2021)
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Table 2. Effects of ( LR ) on the growth performance in weaned pigs.

ltems Treatments SEM P-value
CON LR OA

Initial BW, kg 6.50 6.49 6.48 0.01 0.611

Final BW, kg 9.27° 9.89° 10.07° 0.11 0.002

ADFI, g/day 310° 358% 365° 11.00 0.002

ADG, g/day 198° 243 256° 8.00 0.065

G/F 0.64 0.68 0.70 0.01 0.148

2bMeans lacking common superscript letter indicated significant differences (P < 0.05).

LR= Lactobacillus reuteri , OA= a basal diet supplemented with 100 mg/kg olaquindox + 75 me/kg
aureomycin ,BW=Body Weight ,ADFI= average daily feed intake , ADG= average daily gain , G/F= gain-

to-feed ratio ,kg= kilogram ,g= gram

SEM= Standard error of mean

Source: Yi et al. (2018)
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Table 3. Effect of long-term diets supplement with (LR ) on growth performance of pigs.

Items Treatments P-value
CON LR

Initial BW, kg 6.50 + 0.01 6.49 + 0.01 0.594

Final BW, kg 113.78 + 3.05 117.79 + 2.62 0.098

ADFI, g/day 1685.23 + 50.22 1769.70 + 50.25 0.241

ADG, g/day 650.16 + 18.39 674.52 + 15.87 0.099

G/F 259 +0.04 2.62 +0.02 0.726

2b Means in the same row with different superscripts are significant differences (P < 0.05).

LR= Lactobacillus reuteri ,BW=Body Weight ,ADFI= average daily feed intake , ADG= average daily gain,
G/F= gain-to-feed ratio ,kg= kilogram ,g= gram

Source: Tian et al. (2020)
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