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Effects of Different Feeding Modes on the Productive Performance and Slaughter Performance of Jiangnan Goose

ZHAO Rong-xue, HAN Hou-ming, ZHU Jiang-ning, ZHANG Kang-ning"~ ( Changzhou Four Seasons Poultry Industry Co. Ltd. , Jin-
tan, Jiangsu 213212)

Abstract [ Objective] The aim was to compare goose production performance under different feeding modes. [ Method ] 3 600 geese were
randomly divided into 4 groups, adopting four treatments including the inner ground + outside the stadium + river(] group), inner ground +
outside the stadium + small pools( Il group), inner network frame + outside the stadium + river( Il group) , inner network frame + outside
the stadium + small pools( IV group), effects of different feeding modes on the productive performance and slaughter performance of Jiangnan
goose were studied. [ Result] The weight of Jiangnan goose in inner network frame + outside the stadium + river( Il group) was significantly
higher than that in other groups( P <0.05) , while there was no significant difference (P >0.05) when they were on the market; the dead rate
of Jiangnan goose in each group was no significant difference(P >0.05), the dead rate of goose in [l and IV group was slightly lower than
I, I group, the dead rate of goose in Il groups was lower than [V group; there was no significant difference of slaughter performance in
each group(P >0.05). [ Conclusion] The inner network frame + outside the stadium, small pools of feed pattern is a more ideal way of

breeding, which can be applied to the actual feed.
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Table 1 Feed nutrients for Jiangnan Goose at various stages
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giiiligiage Cruﬁiﬁpslein Meta{}oﬁcj‘ I]elﬁnerg:,ry
i % MJ/kg

A Early period(0 ~21 d) 19.80 13.80

i Mid-term (22 ~42 d) 17.80 13.60

Jei ] Later period(43 ~70 d) 16.00 13.35
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Table 2 Comparison of productive performance of goose in each group

2115 £ H A Weight of agein days /g pIaoE:
Groups 14 d 28 d 42 d 56 d 63 d 70 d Dead rate // %
I 639 +84 1 685 +219 2 698 +335 3 255 +436 3504 +443 3611 +451 4.81£0.72
| 651 +106 1 667 +216 2 651 +315 3279 +435 3504 +403 3581 +418 4.75 +0.81
I 669 +95 1730 £ 167 2 747 246 3363 +341 3 528 +360 3672 +382 4.73 £0.72
v 650 +90 1718 £216 2 742 +298 3278 +389 3517 £392 3 597 +405 4.75 +£0.81
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Table 3 Comparison of slaughter performance of goose in each group g
1 KT RIKT T LT T BT
Groups Live weight Dressed weight ~ Half eviscerated weight Eviscerated weight Muscle and stomach weight ~ Abdominal fat weight
I 3 650 +385 3195 +305 2917 +284 2 588 +249 167 +13 126 +12
| 3 680 £384 3224 +£321 2932 +269 2 580 +238 166 + 15 121 +10
I 3 700 +375 3280 +318 2 945 +275 2 558 +241 173 £16 134 +13
v 3 690 +377 3 240 +330 2 950 +281 2 604 +245 168 +18 136 =11
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