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1990 14493 1368.28 20.08 25.08 321.20 Q.03 0.29 6.86 018 1.98 668 62
1991 154.60 136.32 25.60 26.87 378.34 .04 0.27 .02 07 1.80 7¥31.04
1992 166 .68 141.38 22 .86 3091 365.78 .04 0.29 738 0.21 201 F37.56
1993 180037 147.02 22 67 45.70 3689186 0.05 031 762 0.24 225 7536
1994 183.93 145.56 20.50 50.08 37748 0.05 032 .48 0.32 201 f88.72
1995 207 .59 137.55 17.71 53.78 324.07 Q.06 032 875 0.29 210 Ba22 22
1996 1968.55 143.16 15.42 53.52 401.148 Q.06 035 9.67 0.27 205 82224
1997 20418 14710 13.20 55.32 298.76 Q.07 0.38 10.42 0.28 202 F31.73
1998 208.02 145.20 11.76 2032 245.20 Q.08 037 10,71 0.30 1.74 673.70
1999 206,96 14449 12.63 45.38 27182 Q.07 037 10.84 0.28 1.72 59438
2000 20685 1471.13 10.68 39.38 281.06 Q.08 037 10.90 0.24 1.66 69235
2001 203.68 12097 B.98 35.291 286.687 0.08 034 10.59 024 1.06 6359.62
2002 201.78 127.91 738 31.22 254.77 Q.07 035 10060 0.23 1.50 6535.83
2003 18598 135.82 B6.75 3013 25420 Q.08 0.33 10.67 024 1.91 625.71
2004 17081 1:36.88 6.82 3117 255.71 Q.08 031 10,44 0.25 1.58 61415
2005 186.38 134.59 2.64 33.47 2658.80 Q.07 0.30 10071 024 1.65 62284
2006 16361 13205 4.86 34.00 265.94 Q.07 0.29 10.89 0.25 .87 513.84
2007 166.29 143.68 473 37.84 249.00 Q.07 0.29 10,69 022 1.81 6086.65
2008 164,59 13085 4.95 28368 2417.682 Q.07 0.26 10.86 0.19 1.595 S84 44
2009 18648 12848 2.31 26.60 23047 Q.08 0.26 1077 01y 1.43 271.04
2010 17Z2a4 12899 5.29 25.61 231.97 Q.08 0.26 10,68 018 1.48 a78.46
2011 178.88 13421 4,99 23.81 23498 Q.08 0.28 10071 0.19 1.49 589.59
2012 184.98 134,81 4.37 20.89 225168 Q.07 0.25 10,73 018 1.41 28287
2013 12921 13565 3.45 20011 217.73 Q.07 022 10.86 019 .68 a7a.18
2014 187.97 133.74 3.35 18.72 207.94 Q.08 0.23 1116 0.21 1.90 266.31
2015 193,48 136.97 3.18 18.51 206.11 .08 022 11.29 0.05 1.74 a72.80
2016 186,40 135.66 2.80 16.25 204.08 Q.08 0.24 11.66 0.06 1.80 261.04
2017 189.29 135.85 283 18.09 203.73 .08 0.23 11.86 0.09 1.88 284.03
2018 1893.80 138.69 2.89 17.68 204.27 0.09 0.23 1218 010 1.84 a71.80
2019 183,32 138.86 271 16.85 206.78 Q10 0.24 12.65 0.11 .92 a74.54
2020 196,77 14242 291 16.32 206.71 Q10 0.23 12.84 014 1.80 280.25
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£ & B K fi L B *
i Head on Farms, at the End of theYear Supply for Slaughtering
£ B A M BE B &3 ik 5 “H 5L 5 i
Number of Breeding Hog Hogs HHE k¥ ERES
Pig Farms Total i # Piglets 300 K 30-60 5> Fr 604 K 14k Head Live Carcass
Iiale Female Under 30kg 30-60kz Above 8lkg Weight Weight
. e e et bt e et o e B mt
109 6497 5512274 19 573 595 503 764692 1380085 1351947 1400474 8184152 1022 855 843 856
110 6308 5471 588 18 865 596 285 760 140 1359537 1357974 1378787 8036288 000 955 824 963
111 5901 5316431 18 062 583 226 745784 1335078 1296191 1338090 7847136 080 421 808 847
CH4 CO2
Vermorel et al. {2008) R 8.2 8.2 0.8 0.8 2.4 2.4 T T R
160499 4883125 611753.6 1104068 3244672.8 3361137.6 13365255 4878.3181 121.96
Dammgen et al. {2012) | 6.1 6.1 0.9 0.9 2.5 2.5
119395 3632568 688222.8 1242076.5 3379867.5 3501185 12563315 4585.6101 114.64
Jorgensen et al. (2015) FIEs 8.2 8.2 0.8 0.8 2.4 2.4
160499 4883125 611753.6 1104068 3244672.8 3361137.6 13365255 4878.3181 121.96
Bl 1.11
6118624.1 6118624.1 6.1186241 152.97
IPCC 1.5
8268411 8268411 8.268411 206.71
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Equations? r2

DE =4477-10.0xAsh + 3.8 x EE - 7.1 x CF 0.82
DE = 4443 - 6.9 x Ash + 3.9 xEE — 4.0 x NDF 0.88
DE =4151-12.2xAsh+2.3xCP + 3.8 x EE—-6.4 x CF 0.89
DE =4168 - 9.1 x Ash+ 1.9 x CP + 3.9 x EE — 3.6 x NDF 0.92
DE = 1407 + 0.657 x GE—-9.0x Ash + 1.4 x CP - 6.7 x CF 0.86
DE = 1161 + 0.749 x GE — 4.3 x Ash — 4.1 x NDF 0.91
DE =949 + 0.789 x GE — 3.5 x Ash — 3.8 x NDF — 5.4 x ADL 0.92
DE = 1007 + 0.750 x GE — 4.6 x Ash + 0.8 x CP — 3.6 x NDF — 5.0 x ADL 0.93
ME = 4369 — 10.9 x Ash+ 4.1 x EE - 6.5 x CF 0.87
ME = 4334 — 8.1 x Ash + 4.1 x EE -3.7 x NDF 0.91
ME =4168 — 12.3xAsh+1.4x CP +4.1xEE - 6.1 x CF 0.88
ME =4194 - 9.2 x Ash+ 1.0 x CP + 4.1 x EE — 3.5 x NDF 0.92
ME = 1255 + 0.712 x GE — 8.5 x Ash - 6.6 x CF 0.85
ME = 1099 + 0.740 x GE - 5.5 x Ash — 3.7 x NDF 0.91

Noblet J, Perez JM. Prediction of digestibility of nutrients and energy values
of pig diets from chemical analysis. J Anim Sci. 1993;71:3389-98.
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Prediction equations of digestibility of organic matter (OMd) or energy (Ed) and digestible energy and net energy contents (DE and NE, MJ/kg of dry matter)
of pig feeds from in vitro digestibility of organic matter (OMdv), or quantity of in vitro digestible organic matter (DOMv, g/kg dry matter) and chemical

characteristics (g/kg dry matter).

A J

/

y

i

% thjp B

No. Equation? R? RSD
1 OMd = 0.099 +0.891 OMdv 0.82 0.017
2 OMd=0.316+0.671 OMdv - 0.00067 CF 0.87 0.014
3 OMd=0.367 +0.651 OMdv - 0.00060 CF - 0.00064 ash 0.89 0.014
4 OMd=0.362 +0.624 OMdv — 0.00070 ADF 0.88 0.014
5 OMd = 0.409 +0.608 OMdv - 0.00063 ADF - 0.00061 ash 0.90 0.013
6 Ed=0.976 OMdv 0.77 0.020
7 Ed=0.301+0.663 OMdv - 0.00077 CF 0.84 0.017
8 Ed =0.355+0.640 OMdv — 0.00068 CF — 0.00068 ash 0.85 0.016
9 Ed=0.362 +0.602 OMdv - 0.00082 ADF 0.85 0.016
10 Ed=0.410+0.585 OMdv - 0.00074 ADF — 0.00064 ash 0.87 0.015
11 DE=0.0189 DOMv 0.60 0.57
12 DE=1.12+0.0168 DOMv +0.0184 EE 0.83 0.37
13 DE=5.02+0.0127 DOMv+0.0172 EE-0.0124 CF 0.87 0.33
14 DE=6.05+0.0116 DOMv +0.0166 EE - 0.0135 ADF 0.88 0.32
15 NE=2.42+0.0078 DOMv +0.0041 ST+ 0.0203 EE - 0.0099 CF 0.94 0.22
16 NE=3.22+0.0072 DOMv +0.0039 ST+0.0197 EE - 0.0109 ADF 0.94 0.20

4 Equations established from the data obtained on 79 compound feeds presented as mash (see Table 1); all the coefficients are significant (P<0.01). Ash:
crude ash, CF: crude fiber, ADF: acid detergent fiber, ST: starch, EE: ether extract; NE calculated from Eqs. (4 and 5) (average value) of Noblet et al. (1994).

Jean Noblet, Yolande Jaguelin-Peyraud (2007) Prediction of digestibility of organic matter and energy in the

growing pig from an in vitro method. Animal Feed Science and Technology 134:211-222
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2 E B Ll ) & *
%G Head on Farms, at the End of theYear Supply for Slaughtering
£ R R M E B £ ik e i 5] B S
Number of Ereeding Hog Hogs HE AR E W ERESE
Pig Farms Total e L Piglets AHI05 R 30-604 Fr 604 Fr 54 Head Live Carcass
Iiale Female Under 30kg 30-60kg Above 60kg Weight Weight
1% 38 3 i 38 3 3 8 ] i i |
Brm head head hasd hesd head head head head m.t. m.t.
109 647 5512274 10573 505503 764602 1380085 1351047 1400474 8184152 1022855 843 856
110 6308 5471 588 18 865 596 285 760 140 1359537 1357974 1378787 8036288 099 955 824 963
111 5991 5316 431 18 062 583 226 745784 1335078 1296191 1338090 7847136 080 421 808 847
CHA4 CO2
Vermorel et al. {2008) | 8.2 8.2 0.8 0.8 2.4 2.4 FNEEE T
160499 4883125 611753.6 1104068 3244672.8 3361137.6 13365255 4878.3181 121.96
Dammgen et al. {2012) T 6.1 6.1 0.9 0.9 2.5 2.5
119395 3632568 688222.8 1242076.5 3379867.5 3501185 12563315 4585.6101 114.64
Jorgensen et al. (2015) s 8.2 8.2 0.8 0.8 2.4 24
160499 4883125 611753.6 1104068 3244672.8 3361137.6 13365255 4878.3181 121.96
Bl 1.11
6118624.1 6118624.1 6.1186241 152.97
IPCC 1.5
8268411 8268411 8.268411 206.71




RRaEt § 2175 %

kA Aes o R RUKMER R kR
% % % % % Kcal/kg %
* R Y 10.66 4.12 4.95 14.47 65.8 3656 1.8
AR 10.67 5.33 5.22 18.49 60.29 3621 2.51
oy 2P 10.62 5.56 5.00 20.41 58.41 3603 2.51
4 £ Hp 10.53 2.38 5.73 16.25 65.11 3770 1.95

W T 10.54 4.74 5.33 15.29 64.1 3655 1.77




TRl = e B eh i

R go g B it ¥ DE/GE
%
2 IR 5 30 0.89 0.82
* Fevp 5L 30 0.84 0.78
5 2 30 0.87 0.85
ER X 30 0.82 0.81
ie oy 2y 30 0.81 0.78




B A AT R (2 )

kA AR wmF RRYT R EF R T
% % % % % Kcal/kg %
2 RIRE Y 10.66 6.22 3.74 14.86 64.52 3512 3.19
2 el L8 10.14 5.59 6.57 18.27 59.43 3699 2.39
oy 2P 945 6.38 7.71 19.33 57.13 3752 2.59
4 £ Hp 9.84 5.38 7.05 17.30 60.43 3744 2.94
iz~ Hp 9.89 517 7.16 17.01 60.77 3756 2.76




B Lo B BRI 1 (2 4R)

1 i Fode Fp I DE/GE
%
2 FEiR A Hp 30 0.76 0.73
2 FEer 5L Hp 30 0.74 0.74
5 Hp 30 0.81 0.8
4 £ Hp 30 0.78 0.72
e T Hp 30 0.72 0.72




B AT A 4T % (B L)

K s R Fe F-v 7 BRI &4 185 y i
% % % % % Kcal/kg %
*+ FRE By 10.38 4.58 4.37 14.76 65.91 3620 2.04
= fEef 5L 4y 9.87 535 6.29 18.45 60.04 3706 2.69
LI} 956 5.89 6.19 19.82 58.54 3692 2.25
4 £ ¥ 10 5.02 5.81 16.83 62.34 3690 2.14
iz 5 Hp 10.04 4.62 5.73 16.37 63.24 3700 1.97




B A PRt (B L)

1 5 Fod B i % DE/GE
%
2 FEiR A Hp 30 0.78 0.75
2 FEer 5L Hp 30 0.76 0.74
5 Hp 30 0.79 0.79
4 £ Hp 30 0.74 0.72
e T Hp 30 0.74 0.72
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