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B A5 B Fa Lk 509 5L (P <0.05 % P<0.01), Sam@atart, 54+ &5 000 mg/kg
FVPRIBEIMEFRGTRES 14 RIFHE MR BEME QB DM W, £ FHEE E
WA SRR E MR R F 12 RITE MR BB ARG FH(P<0.05 X P<
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(6.03£0.78) kg HyfaHE " AL x K x K™ =085
8RR IE A B 12 (9 SR, BEAL 2>
02 AL o3 53 e BB A AR O BECZRL ) A il
AR F AN 5 000 mg/kg TR TR 1A 18 F AR (R
MA) , B 6 MEE, BAEKE 6 K. i
By 42 d, FilEe s 39 ~42 K, KW IR 45 7 5
W2 ik AT TH AL IR

1.3 REAR

MRl 5154 K A - /DA R, 2% NRC
(1998)5 ~ 10 kg 10 ~20 ke I8 7185 J 7 22t
R, AT AR50 BORCRE . A4 2 BT ER
SPBIRBIE 1 ~ 14 TR 15 ~ 42 K LR
HUEL B2 K e 1o A 2 A
AR KSR TR

®1 ERFEARAMREFKT (KTFEM)

Table 1 Composition and nutrient levels of basal diets (air-dry basis) %

15 H Items %1 ~14 K Days 1 to 14 %5 15 ~42 K Days 15 to 42

JE ) Ingredients

K37 Barley 31.00 31.50
/NEE Wheat 16.40 16.20
F 2k Maize (CP 7.8% ) 14. 23 18. 36
4k K & Extruded soybean meal (CP 35.5% ) 25.20 23. 40
FLEHK (K3 H i) Whey powder (low protein) 6.00 4.00
145 Fish meal (CP 60.2% ) 5.50 5.40
L - W& B R R Eh L-Lys - HCI (78.0% ) 0.28 0.12
DL - T4k DL-Met 0.08

5% Trp (98.0% ) 0.04 0.01
Fi4E Thr (98.5% ) 0.13 0.05
S ALRHAK Choline chloride 0.10 0.10
BEIR A 45 CaHPO, 0.40 0.22
A h NaCl 0.20 0.20
YA E ik Vitamin premix 0.04 0.04
Y R B Mineral premix” 0.40 0.40

41t Total 100. 00 100. 00
#F:7K S Nutrient levels”

44k fE DE/(MJ/kg) 14. 29 14.29
fti5t5E ME/(MI/kg) 13.11 13.13
HEA R CP 19. 44 19. 02
fE Ca 0.82 0.74
Ml TP 0.62 0.57
AR AP 0.42 0.36
iR Lys 1.36 1.17
E 5 Met 0.43 0.34
F &R Thr 0.91 0.80
EAMR + AR Met + Cys 0.73 0.63
K& R Arg 1.23 1.19

D Y e 2 YRR T R T s AR R i Vitamin premix provided the following per kg of diets: VA 6 000 IU, VD, 400 U,
VE 10 IU, VK, 2 mg,VB, 0.8 mg, VB, 6.4 mg,VB, 2.4 mg,VB,, 12 ug, {2 folic acid 0.2 mg, #HiZ nicotinic acid 14 mg,
D - 21 D-pantothenic acid 10 mg,

2 5 4 3 TR B AT SR 4 v 4R R 42 it Mineral premix provided the following per kg of diets: Fe (as ferrous sulfate)
120 mg,Cu (as copper sulfate) 6 mg,Mn 40 mg,Zn (as zinc sulfate) 100 mg,1 0.3 mg,Se 0.3 mg,

DB ST A, A A 1 e [ GRDRE B A 4R 3t (9 B (1713 . Nutrient levels were calculated values, and

ME value was calculated according to the values provided by Chinese feed database.
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1.4 HFEEE

BRI TE DU Al K2 B ) 8 35 0F 53 o 2022
A E i FE 1 7, U 3 d JFi#E A EL K. B
Bk, B H M 4 7k (08:00,12:00,16:00,
20:00) , /bW E G, HORE G DLOBHRE Py AT 6 xR
JZ o a5 0 [R] A X4 Al AT AT B R R 2K 259,
HERRIC R4 KO H RS O o
1.5 HmREGRIE

TARHRE < SR FH DU 3 OB A i 45 250 g,4 TR
FEFREDN

ZRE . TR 39 ~42 K, % N I 45 7 7
WA AT I AR . RRRISCER ZEFE IS N 10% #1
PR AN 2R R AT [ R, B E A AR B A & A
BAEG, T60~065 CHEMEE, F£MHTHEH
e, 2k 40 B, F LA E B HUE TR0 o

M : TiREe s 14 KA 42 R, BAEE
1Sk 4500 - B IR i A7, 25 1B, I R DR I
10 mL il #8103 , DA A2 138 2B AR 48 45 o

B SAHLRE M Tl 14 KA 42 X,
AL 1 KRB E A5, R A
PRI R 2 mg/kg BW 19 577 2 0F ORE % H 47 H-
GRS BRI AL T, T T I IR, T o 15 1 B
WS A BE 4 1, /% T KB EP & b, i Al
W, —70 CLRAF, H LI A2 25 B £ 88 v 1 3 Ak ity
SR
1.6 MEHRSHE
1.6.1 AEKMERE

R ) () fE A O ok B R R AR B, O 40
IR EE 1.15.29 F 43 KH EXAF #1755 8
FREE, PRI 1 ~14 K 55 15 ~28 K 56 29 ~
42 KA 1 ~42 KFH HISE P HRE &M
BHE .
1.6.2 JR{G &P

1 56 4 8] 455 K 08:00 F1 20:00 2 3% 5 V5 1
oL, P AT IRy o BETE PE )l [ — A AU EEIE %,
THAGRIREE 1 ~ 14 K 55 15 ~28 K (5529 ~42 K
1 ~42 RIIETE S35 . PR ARG IR -0
A3, TS 1 4y, BRI TS R Sk BN g g sk
B 20% 52 53, BRI T A SR O ZAE I SRk E
1) 20% ~40% ;3 45 , B2 5 1 S UK Tz o
SR 40%
W5 SV = T R TS PE o SR R R

1.6.3 M EfIEPR

MERBZR . EEA HEABKEA . HRE
Pt CHTh R RS LB HUR IR 2R U IR R R
B R R Rt R ) TR O AR ) A e
Fa R 6 U I A AR 4R A
1.6.4  FRI-HAE

TH AR50 R T VR 48 7 s s, fif R e
AN IR A CATA) VE R F8 78 7, % J7 %2 W, GB/T
23742—2009 (Rl bR FR AN K 4 B I E ) o 1R
E KRR ) B R 4 HLER 3R RS L
HELIG 107 A0 B AOAG I 2 MR sk o i O vk . R0
HARM TR AN

FFIHAFE (% ) =100 =100 x
(Al xF2)/(A2 xF1) ,

KAl ik AIA &5 (% ) ;A2 Ry
ATA F5 (% ) s F1 Rz g2 0 i (% ) 5 F2
RFEP T TR (%) .

1.6.5 75l & BE I AL B 1

WA 2Z 1 75 R FE i AT 50 3 Ak B, FR B —
ER(0.2~1.0 g) M= EBENAY, &Rk
B 1:9 (g/mL) fin A 513 A T, 1647 6 75 by 1 5]
5, AR a B S H TR TR A 2 5.0 L ES .0 10 min
(2 000 r/min) , JU_F V& W, 4% BE R o @ AR ) T AR
W BT R) & U B B R A, T 524 4 e it
D 38 P 1 B R T O I R L LB
it | JEEME T 0 22 ZF W I T
1.7 #HESHITEDH

iR 99 2 4 >k ] Excel 2007 #F 17 8 #, R ]
SAS 8.2 B ¢ K B EAT 2 A2 1) 3 5 £ 4 1Y
T, P<0.05 If ESEE P<0.01 i HEH
e %

2 & R
2.1 (AR AR N2 BB X U O 47 0 AR K MR
I8 21F 5 KIS

p e 2 ] UL, 5 o BEAL A EE, A RR o s
5 000 mg/kg  HI R i Pk TAF A = (55 1 ~
42 FYHPBIE L (P <0.05) , 1 B 25 FR K T i 3 4
1 ~14 RAFFERIRIE I (P <0.01) , 7 FEAR I I0 5
15 ~28 KJETE SiFsrmE# (P =0.08)
2.2 AMRBPFIMEFRBRITHNFEMLFTENR
EiLa: oAl

B2 3 AL, 5% B 410 e, B AR R
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5000 mg/kg< IR 42 w5 1l 2R 14 RATHE
I A E H I E R (P <0.05) R F R T ik
B8 42 RAFHE IS H A5 00 & & (P <0.01) , B3
P TIER AR 42 AT A LT AP A = Al IR

IR & E (P <0.05) , BFFEM T 42 X
FFRE LTS P H i =R A9 5 (P <0.05) o KR
X i3 He b A= AL B 0 2 & S (P >0..05) o

K2 (RARBRERME RERIT R A KRR RS BTSRRI

Table 2  Effects of dietary benzoic acid on growth performance and diarrhea total score in weaner piglets

WH papiictiil AR SEM P
Items Control group  Benzoic acid group P-value
% 1 ~14 X Days 1 to 14

¥ H R fr i ADFL/g 224. 60 244. 84 31.51 0.66
S H #E ADG/g 150.99 186. 81 24.25 0.32
BHE L F/G 1.51* 1.32° 0.04 <0.01
615 B 7F4) Diarrhea total score 12.67 7.00 2.56 0.18
%15 ~28 K Days 15 to 28

3 H R &+ ADFl/g 542. 39 538.55 44.90 0.95
S HHE ADG/g 355.71 373.08 29. 86 0.69
T F/G 1.52 1.44 0.03 0.12
W& 15 Bi1TF4y Diarrhea total score 13.17 2.50 3.41 0.08
%5 29 ~42 K Days 29 to 42

SEHH R & ADFl/g 758. 64 785.70 50.48 0.71
V¥ HHTE ADG/g 436.43 467.20 29.01 0.47
BE L F/G 1.74 1.68 0.03 0.23
615 B 7F4y Diarrhea total score 4.17 2.50 2. 74 0.68
%1 ~42 K Days 1 to 42

W H R frit ADFU/g 508. 55 523.03 40. 25 0.80
S H i E ADG/g 314.38 342.36 25.58 0.46
KELH F/G 1.62° 1.53° 0.02 0.02
W& 75 5174y Diarrhea total score 30.00 12.00 7.42 0.12

AT B B AR TR R 22 AN 35 (P >0.05) , ANRVING FRERIR 22 57 3% (P <0.05) , A ARE F 3R 28 7l

B#(P<0.01), T,

In the same row, values with no letter superscripts mean no significant difference ( P >0.05) , while with different small let-

ter superscripts mean significant difference (P <0.05), and with different capital letter superscripts mean extremely significant

difference (P <0.01). The same as below.

2.3 ARPRMERBRIHFETSELERD
0

i 2 4 al UL, 5 B2 A LG, 4R RS
5 000 mg/kg< HIHR 2. 24§ i 1 AR LR D5 T T &
(P<0.05) M 5w T ER R THR .
B W BE S NIRLK 20 B H AL R (P <0.01) ¢
2.4 WRPFIMEPBRNGFNDFEZ=HRE
H L BETE R R

w25 Al UL, 5 B2 AR LG, 4R RS
5000 mg/kgZ< HIIR 2. 3 $2 i 1 i 50 14 KA
23 i B BE R R RIS P (P <0.05) 1) B35 5

4825 T B0 B8 IR A 0 G TR A0 I R O I L 2 B
it 1 2L B I 04 95 P (P < 0.01) o A AR R IR
5000 mg/kg< HI R M Ik 35 4R v TR 50 42 K AT
5 B IS LB R SRR O 35 1 (P < 0. 01) , %
23 i B BE U Ry W A B R A (P =0.07)

30
3.1 B EFERNORNE

B Gk P S I A % S B St 25 YA 2y
VB SHEENEELIF -ON K €0 R ke p iy
AT T S AR g B A5 550 B 5 1 1A 2
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— 2003 4ERK W IE X A EAEKIEE AR I
m0.5% ~1.0% W4 H FRAE A R AL 7, A7 R
FRAE b T A A 500 I FH 1 )k o 9 A 5% B ok
A7 B AT e . AH O R B, TE AT 58 T A
HES AN 5 000 mg/kg AR , AU AE S A R il
JRCE R AR B, A B I E A R R,
T EL AT LB I o 38 A7 48 % 35 20 B9 T AR W i, 42
g i A K pE R 10 3R B 95 451 R Kluge
213 H 0 .5 000 110 000 mg/kg 2 H iR Xt W 341

R 3 GAR PRI BB ER X W 94 5 S AL AR AR

WitAr % 5%, 4 R R 5 5 000 mg/kg 7% H iR A
Ft,10 000 mg/kg 7% TR £E 31 = Wi 45 1 4% 7 2 F
R CEXH I DR AL R 5 R AR
ROR B, 1R 5 97 20 11 A0 3 R 49 M 38 v 4 7
T AN 5 000 mg/kg 28 R , i 77) B U8 02K TR
AR AT 38 I T8 A f o (N FLER AT ) B9
o P, AT R 5 000 mg/kg XA EE R IT
W

A

Table 3 Effects of dietary benzoic acid on serum biochemical parameters in weaner piglets

WiH papieEi| R SEM Pl
Items Control group  Benzoic acid group P-value
%514 K Day 14

% ALB/(g/L) 30.18 33.05 1.05 0.08
JIH [ #% CHOL/ ( mmol/mL) 2.20 2.09 0.14 0.58
H il =M TG/ ( mmol/mL) 0.57 0.53 0.04 0.47
PR %% UN/(mg/dL) 3.16 2.99 0.39 0.76
Bk 1 GLOB/(g/L) 20. 47 25.17 1.61 0.07
# P/(mmol/mL) 2.74 3.06 0.11 0.07
5 Ca/( mmol/mL) 2.36 2.44 0.05 0.26
M TP/(g/L) 50. 65" 58.22° 1.96 0.02
FARIRER T,/(ng/ mL) 63.51 69.93 2.92 0.15
=W R R R T,/ (ng/mL) 1.59 1.84 0.12 0.16
SV R R AR R T,/ T, 0.03 0.03 <0.01 0.61
%5 42 K Day 42

M7 ALB/(g/L) 32.03 32.92 0.65 0.36
JIH [ 2 CHOL/ ( mmol/mL) 2.34 2.16 0.16 0.44
H il = Fg TG/ ( mmol/mL) 0.63° 0.38° 0.07 0.02
JRZ & UN/(mg/dL) 3.80 3.01 0.56 0.34
BR7E 7 GLOB/(g/L) 25.27 27.23 1.33 0.32
# P/(mmol/mL) 41° 3.65" 0.08 <0.05
£E Ca/( mmol/mL) 27" 2.49* 0.05 <0.01
MEH TP/(g/L) 28.77 30.73 1.36 0.33
HUR A2 T,/ (ng/ mL) 80.27 81.56 4.32 0.84
SRR R T,/ (ng/mL) 2.00° 2.21° 0.07 0.04
SRR R R R R ORI R T,/T, 0.02 0.03 <0.01 0.43

3.2 {AAR R 0 E B ER X BT O 4F 5 A KRR
85 SV B 00

AR R 2 — b AR WA Y R X Sl G g e R
A ZBPER . 75 H ETRBESE AT X HLIR B 4
B L Z i X 4 A R R B YRGB AL o A
R BL, AR AR R TN 5 000 mg/kg 7% HY I 3 [ 1K
TAFRE AR R L, B B R AR 705 1 ~ 14

RAFHERVRLE L, BEAGIE TS S 0F 2, ST AF 58 45
B — F, Halas 45" BF 5 2 W, 18 B b 3% 0
5 000 mg/kg k H iR fE b & 3 =1 21 H i T 03 4154
B3N ~3 M FYHSEM S HREE,
Papatsiros 25"/ 7E 28 H R Wi 4755 b W 5% 45

W ,5 000 mg/kg < H iR i 2 46 i 1 56 445 o B
AR R R R, I 38 4 v U 42 0 7 3% 1 18 5 R p
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YIH R &, I B E AU 2 W IR TE B0E 4.
Guggenbuhl %57 Tobias %' il Halas 25" 1
Wit HE RS AR S B 1 2RI g R, (BB AATE
BRI A — S 45 5L, Kluge %57 BF 95 11
T M P S R R R B T A A KR RE L H
HA MR35 10 000 mg/kg AR B B3

¥y 2% 5. Kathrin'® 75 £ K 5% [ (6 BF 58 R 48 58 55
S LEWT AT L BT 5 4 SR R W R R R A
o PR TR H S PR HOR B AR L i
JRK b 22 S 1) i PR AT B R o T B BT R L
Aol e IR I 1) PR T B BT A A B B AN
Al BT

R4 ARPRMERBIEDFER S EHUEZNT

Table 4 Effects of dietary benzoic acid on nutrient digestibility in weaner piglets %
TiH X IR HKHERH SEM P 1Y
Items Control group Benzoic acid group P-value
HLEE H it CP 82.27" 86.71% 0.40 <0.01
T4 DM 86. 28" 87.48" 0.25 <0.01
MR EE 79.67" 81.79° 0. 64 0. 04
% Ca 59. 69" 66.56" 1.13 <0.01
WP 44.. 68" 54.68* 1.00 <0.01
fiE it Energy 85.75" 87.88" 0.28 <0.01
KUK/ Ash 53. 32" 62. 22" 0.77 <0.01

RS (ARBPRMERBRIENFE=HREEELEEEHR

Table 5 Effects of dietary benzoic acid on digestive enzyme activities of jejunal digesta in weaner piglets

WiH papiizte:| AHRA SEM P{H
Items Control group Benzoic acid group P-value
5 14 K Day 14

fidi 55 (A i Trypsin/ (U/mg prot) 42 742.00"° 64 798. 00" 4 247.48 <0.01
YENEE Amylase/ ( U/mg prot) 293.48° 381.59% 13.58 <0.01
N5 Wil Lipase/(U/g prot) 1247.10"° 2 041.10" 110.71 <0.01
2 ZEWEEG Maltase/ (U/mg prot) 813. 49" 1239.11* 33.64 <0.01
FLPEEE Lactase/ (U/mg prot) 33.77"8 81.50% 7.54 <0.01
REMERE Sucrase/ (U/mg prot) 82.75" 172.73° 24.75 0.03
%5 42 K Day 42

[ (1 i Trypsin/ ( U/mg prot) 39 246. 00 50 803. 00 4 726.41 0.11
VEFIEE Amylase/ ( U/mg prot) 301.33 356.47 19.32 0.07
N il Lipase/(U/g prot) 2 163.00 2 576.40 199. 24 0.17
72 2Pl Maltase/ ( U/mg prot) 391.82 465.21 47.95 0.30
FLPEEE Lactase/ (U/mg prot) 32.83"° 66.37* 2.88 <0.01
HEBEEE Sucrase/ (U/mg prot) 109.92® 234,29 13.25 <0.01

3.3 (AAR PR N EE FROBR Xt B O 4F % M E AL
AR RN

ML B A 27 B 73 32 R I A IE 1 T AL 70
FEPI R AR R R A . IR R R R
S A A A 28 7= 1), 1L DR 2R R0 i LR
B BB B 38 37 R 00 A0 3 5 ACAF o AL
R I3 A AR 3R RS A 2 S A AL
PR e ) ML 2L 70 0 i L, PR ARG T AR 1 AT 3 A

PR, k2D 37 23 14 T RE RIR = 8 8 B A A
FIRA o MR AIK AT AR M S W B 1 i
U ARIERIR B , L3 AFL [ 1 H = S R
HUL WA MLRR AT 32 w5 LR BTG 5 T ) 7 T, 3% o
JE AR, D A 48 4 DR AR I d I O T AR Y g
B MLV S B i T R ALK A
A TCRRAE TS, 15 8 A A b, i 2 28 i 0 R
AN T R AE IR PR 52 b 5 B A T 1 1 3 2K i
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% 25 %

e XA BN ) HL AR TR 0, A LR 72 K I B T 5
pH (IRIET, 38 7T LA BE & 6 ) ) L i i L 8 2 4%
FEHES 7456 0, 5 N8 B 5 WsoRm B 2 &
Yy, AR LR T 3% L 5 ) 5T T = By MR .
ARBRZ = W00 HH it 2 R 2 3 A P g 32 2 AR
W AL O .

PN W 0 B B T A N (1 S SR 1
5 000 mg/kg A HIIR B 35 5 & 1 il 45 14 KAT 4
MFHSEANE &, B EFR S TR 42 X
FEAE I3 v 85 0 i, 0 AR T IS A =
AR B D 2 R 1) B o, S 3 AR T I R =
e & e U E S EOR R M LB P
TRJRUA X I PR AR TS AR 0 B ST 2 SRR A R
N5 000 mg/kg MUFFAEIR AE W 2R 1R 5 FL IR AE i
EVRE M B VR R &, B PR AR
HhpR 2 L [ R H R =R A & BE. Gutzwiller
SRS LR L5 000 me/kg R R B4R
B 1035 R 9 & . Halas 26 BF9T 45 18R 1A
HEPES AN 5 000 mg/kg 4% H IR Xof W 73 44 1l 75
RE SRS E LW, Li % f4 VLR % E
MR ES S 2 —5, FhVEAE FEmRAL I 5 1
X109 2B Al B 00 5 ) F 9 45 SRR T, 7 TROK
W AZLER R R 32 00 B2 A R AL R BE 4R i
MEEE CSEN BRED NS R, R
16N —3% ¥ 472 38 , Papadomichelakis 25" 75 & B
RS B, WS 0 2R R X IV TP S Y i G
2 (H S 2 AT I Y L X AT B2
B T4 o0 2= 76 03 0 e R (R AR O, iR T
SR BB 5T R A B i B3 A A (] 45 2R 1 Dt
PR Ty = A D 2 R % o 3 B, — I AT g
BT RE - /NERERESAHRENIETE R Z
B, TS IR R AR 15 HL A4 3l D338 3R 43 ok 38 3
fif S5 1 B B, S 2O AR K I e s o — 5 T
ATRE W TR B INEE & T & & 093 ek
REJT, e THUIARE FRR 00, (B 32 e 1 I3 W R
B A PR MLE A B Y5 e AT RE S BT
FEAIC S W8 pH, R #h B I 38 1R B 1A 2 |, B AR TH
AT T W ) B, 0/ X SR 4 I TE AR, AT
A T 45 T B e A UOTE B S 1Y R B
k2P0 8 E ), B E W E S
PLEERES Y% g S v DA E R S NTIE G IR Ak
FRERTE DR E KT

3.4 FARPRMERBSENFEFTTHULED
A

IEHR S OUR, Be A 1R b o O 25 5 A sb 4
B RERETE o QRS 2 R IR ) 2
R BB, AN BT T FE 1A AR R R R g, 7 AR L S g
B IX A BRI R Y38 A E SR, H R
PR A, AR T AL 2, ™ E R R A
BRI R o PRI, A KR R S AR R IR AR S IR 1k
FR R LA ) ) A v S A P Y BB, 7 1 K AR
B, BGE TLADIR DL, FEARIADRR A B 1) pH IR 25
B0, BGEHE O, A R AT R R B, DAY 4 AR
K BGE SR I3 TH AR, 4 46 = I 005 4 A K P RE
ARG HEFE LS REW], Tk P s 5 000 mg/kg 78
R RE 12 35 B 0 5 4R R W O A 4 T ot R
BT AL IR 5 L 55 L Wi BE R AR K 23 19 9 A
Guggenbuhl 45" 7 Wi {1 4% _F i BF 75 2 W1, ) A
HES AN 5 000 mg/kg 7% H R I 25 42 v [l iz fE 5 A
FLZE 9 B0 R W AR . Halas 25" B2 W1, 1)
FFES 5 000 mg/kg % H R RE 2. 2% $2 i W 93 47
1 B A T AL, Kluge 557 728144 |
RFFE AT B — B AR, R R m M E D
Jx HLAR W KL 4E 0T 9 i i SR W A A< mT LA
FHEWT UL TH fb A< A 32 = T e 2 T iE pH Y B
A%, FETT A #4055 2o A2 B9 A W X 2R P17 )
RSN A AL TR e A JBR 110 286 B, B9 5% 40 1 7
fipde, X A RE 2 R BRI AR R SR S —
R

{H Al 47 76 AR — S i 8 , Kathrin'® 78 A2 K 4%
ERIBFFEA R T, 5 000 mg/kg 2 H R XML & B
JoT B ES A A UL AL AT B 2 5 . Kluge
SO I ST A R S, R TR 4 A 0 S 5 i 5 4
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Effects of Benzoic Acid on Growth Performance, Serum Biochemical
Parameters, Nutrient Digestibility and Digestive Enzyme
Activities of Jejunal Digesta in Weaner Piglets

DIAO Hui ZHENG Ping YU Bing HE Jun MAO Xiangbing YU Jie HUANG Zhiqing
DAI La WANG Quyuan CHEN Daiwen "
( Key Laboratory for Animal Disease-Resistance Nutrition of Ministry of Education, Institute of Animal Nutrition,

Sichuan Agricultural University, Ya’ an 625014, China)

Abstract; This experiment was conducted to investigate the effects of dietary benzoic acid on the growth per-
formance, serum biochemical parameters, nutrient digestibility and digestive enzyme activities of jejunal digesta
in weaner piglets. A total of 72 healthy weaner piglets ( Duroc x Landrace x Yorkshire, weaned at 24 days of
age) with an initial body weight of (6.03 £0.78) kg were randomly divided into 2 groups with 6 replicates
(pens) per group and 6 piglets per pen. The piglets were fed a basal diet ( control group) and the basal diet +
5 000 mg/kg benzoic acid ( benzoic acid group) , respectively. The whole trial lasted for 42 days. The results
showed as follows: compared with the control group, diets supplemented with 5 000 mg/kg benzoic acid sig-
nificantly decreased the feed/gain during the whole trial period (P <0.05) , and significantly increased calci-
um and triothyrone contents in serum on day 42 and the digestibility of dry matter, crude protein, ether ex-
tract, calcium, phosphorus, energy and ash (P <0.05 or P <0.01). Compared with the control group, diets
supplemented with 5 000 mg/kg benzoic acid significantly increased the activities of trypsin, lipase, amylase,
maltase, sucrase and lactase of digesta in jejunum on day 14 and activities of lactase and sucrase of digesta in
jejunum on day 42 (P <0.05 or P <0.01). In conclusion, diets supplemented with 5 000 mg/kg benzoic
acid can improve the growth performance, serum biochemical parameters, nutrient digestibility and digestive
enzyme activities of digesta in jejunum of piglets. [ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2013, 25(4) .768-
777 ]
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