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Effects of Lactobacillus Rhamnosus Probiotics on the Growth Performance and Serological Indices of Pigs
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Abstract
ture. [ Method] The pigs in control group was fed with basal diet and the pigs in test group I and II were fed with the basal diet supplemented
with 2 and 4 ml per head of Lactobacillus Rhamnosus probiotics(RLB). The effects of Lactobacillus rhamnosus probiotics( RLB)on the production
performance and some serological indices of pigs were studied. [ Result] The number of stillbirths piglets, malformed piglets, mummified piglets
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[ Objective | The research aimed to lay the foundation for the development and application of Lactobacillus rhamnosus probiotics in fu-

and weak piglets of pregnant sows in test group I and II decreased 36.36% and 54.55% than that in control group, and the average birth weight
of piglets in test group I and II increased by 5.38 % and 10.00 % than that in control group. The average weight of weaned piglets in test group
I and II increased by 1.31 % and 2.96 % respectively than that in control group. Compared with control group, the average daily gain( ADG)
of weaned piglets in test group I and II increased by 5.03% and 8.06% respectively than that in control group. The feed-gain ratio( FCR) of
weaned piglets in test group I and Il decreased 4.07 % and 5.81 % respectively than that in control group. The diarrhea incidence of weaned
piglets in test group I and II decreased 74.90% and 100.00% respectively than that in control group. The average daily gain( ADG)of piglets in
test group I and II increased 1.60 % and 6.79 % respectively than that in control group and FCR of piglets in test group I and II decreased by
2.05 % and 5.13 % respectively than that in control group. [ Conclusion] The contents of serum glucose,IgA, albumin and total protein of
weaned piglets could be increased by RLB, and the contents of serum cholesterin and IgG. could be decreased by RLB. And the production per-

formance of pregnant sows, milking sows, weaned piglets and piglets could be increased by RLB.
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