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Table 1. Chemical composition of experimental diets(as fed

basis)
Items Ke
25-50 50-75 75-100 100—120

ME (Kcal/kg) 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300
Cp 18.00 17.00 15.50 14.30
Available Lys 0.98 0.85 0.73 0.64
Available Met+Cys 0.55 0.48 0.43 0.41
Ca 0.66 0.59 0.52 0.48
Available P 0.31 0.27 0.24 0.22

ME, metabolizable energy; CP, crude protein; Lys, lysine;
Met, methionine; Cys, cysteine; Ca, calcium; P, phosphorus.
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Table 2. Comparison of blood constituents in two types of
breed at different growth stages

Items LYD LYW p—value
At 25kg

RBC, 10%/ul 7.50%£0.32 7.05%+0.44 0.136
WBC, 10%ql 16.35%£1.61 19.77+5.06 0.286
LY, % 42.23+6.43 47.37£11.01 0.522
MO, % 8.40x0.90 5.15+1.90 0.019
EO, % 0.83x0.48 0.90%+0.54 0.915
BA, % 0.37x0.05 0.92%0.43 0.010
At 50kg

RBC, 105/ul 8.13+0.71 7.891+0.64 0.624
WBC, 10%/ul 18.41£1.81 17.57£3.13 0.624
LY, % 58.70+4.06 53.84+2.88 0.050
MO, % 2.50+0.22 3.16%+0.84 0.084
EO, % 1.13£0.39 0.70%£0.45 0.142
BA, % 0.57x0.12 0.44%£0.11 0.169
At 75kg

RBC, 10%/ul 6.02£2.73 8.4010.42 0.086
WBC, 10%/ul 23.25%+11.25 19.20+3.86 0.804
LY, % 63.17£7.29 60.84+6.46 0.807
MO, % 2.97+1.16 3.72+2.45 0.902
EO, % 1.57+1.45 1.42+0.24 0.624
BA, % 0.43x0.09 0.60%+0.16 0.135
At 100kg

RBC, 10%/ul 8.29£0.14 7.77£0.68 0.624
WBC, 10°%/ul 20.52+1.84 19.50+4.48 0.806
LY, % 57.33%£2.35 53.82+11.34 0.805
MO, % 2.03x0.74 2.80%0.88 0.462
EO, % 0.97£0.95 0.984+0.29 0.465
BA, % 0.63%£0.05 0.40%0.10 0.013
At 120kg

RBC, 105/ul 8.2940.39 7.8940.29 0.142
WBC, 10%/ul 17.81£1.13 18.32+4.28 0.998
LY, % 59.67x£1.14 54.94+6.03 0.142
MO, % 2.17£0.45 2.76+1.03 0.387
EO, % 0.47x0.26 0.924+0.31 0.048
BA, % 0.43%£0.05 0.54%0.05 0.028

RBC, red blood cell; WBC, white blood cell; LY, lymphocyte;
MO, monocyte; EO, eosinophil; BA, basophil.
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Table 3. Comparison of blood metabolites in two types of

breed at different growth stages

Items LYD LYW p—value
25kg

T-CHO, mg/dL 94.00+£16.06 100.50+15.00 0.592
TG, mg/dL 28.00+12.96 49.50+14.52  0.055
GLU, mg/dL 112.33+4.50 106.17£15.43  0.989
BUN, mg/dL 6.33+0.47 6.58+1.50 0.664
TP, g/dL 5.03%£0.12 5.52%0.35 0.042
50kg

T-CHO, mg/dL 92.00%£2.83 94.20%£4.55 0.387
TG, mg/dL 32.33+£10.62 38.40%£4.93 0.462
GLU, mg/dL 109.67+£3.30  101.80£10.03 0.176
BUN, mg/dL 8.33%£1.25 16.20x1.10 0.012
TP, g/dL 5.87%0.21 6.30%£0.16 0.019
75kg

T-CHO, mg/dL 89.00+11.43 111.00+14.18 0.086
TG, mg/dL 29.67+10.87 33.20%£9.93 0.624
GLU, mg/dL 117.33£8.58 93.20+£18.42  0.037
BUN, mg/dL 11.67+£4.11 12.60+3.21 0.712
TP, g/dL 6.571+0.24 7.06%.042 0.085
100kg

T-CHO, mg/dL 96.67+6.94 105.40+£24.83 0.624
TG, mg/dL 24.6715.25 32.20+7.85 0.176
GLU, mg/dL 112.67+£11.32 92.20£9.83 0.050
BUN, mg/dL 11.00x£1.41 13.40x2.79 0.107
TP, g/dL 7.10%£0.16 6.84%0.15 0.045
120kg

T-CHO, mg/dL 96.67+6.18 92.20£18.51  0.624
TG, mg/dL 28.33+4.99 27.20+£12.40  0.462
GLU, mg/dL 99.33+3.77 96.40£7.09 0.532
BUN, mg/dL 9.67+0.47 11.80+3.35 0.537
TP, g/dL 7.13+0.37 6.86+0.21 0.138

BUN, blood urea nitrogen;

triglyceride; TP, total protein; GLU glucose.

T—CHO, total cholesterol; TG,
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