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Abstract Study was perfom ed on effectof type of feed on excretbn of fatten ng pigs and m ajor pollutants it contans Re-
sults show that compared with pigs fed with concentrate feed pigs fed with concentrate-green combied feed excreted
18.9%6 less dung and 38 56% kssurne A fier 50 d of feeding pigs fedw ih concentrate feed gained on average only
1. 5 kgmore nweight than those fed with concentrate green feed The use of concentrate-green £ed how ever saved cost
of feeding by 21. 68 perkilogran weight gain It is therebr conchided that feed ng p igs w ih concentrate- green can-
bined feed can not only reduce polluton discharge but also save feed ng cost and raise pig-rearing efficiency
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Table 1 Contents ofmajor po llutants in excretions of pigs fed with different types of feed
w(IN) /  w(TP)/ w(NH4N)/ w(COD.)/ P(IN)/ P(TP)/  P(NH,-N)/ P(COD)/
(g ke') (e kg') (e kg') (g kg) (e L7 (L7 (gL (g L")
7.96%0. 13 5.39£087 0.95%0. 11 232.28%48.80 3.99*0.85 0.32%0.10 3.46%0.30 72 91%7.82
2 7.70%0.10 2. 12£027 0.70F0.08 201.31%39.20 3.43*0.46 0.22%0.05 3.02%0.24 51. 03%0.23
2.3 NH;-N COD, 33.86k 67.36% 47.2%0
42.90%, TP
2 , 2 , 1 TP 23.5¢*
1 . TN TP d'e 2 17.5 ¢ d e 1
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Table 2 Daily discharge of major pollutants in excretions of pigs fed with different types of feed
/g
TN TP NH, N CoD,
1 27.73%0. 49 11. 49 *0. 49 12. 44%0. 21 1529. 46%28. 31
2 18.34%0. 28 3.75 10. 16 6.56X0. 16 873. 53£19. 72
2.4 0. 03 kg
3 50 d 1
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1 21. 6% 12 - kg
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