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,
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. 

:  – 137 ,  – 84,  – 60,  – 42,

 – 24,  – 17 .

 Microsoft Excel, Statistica 8.0.

.

 « » . 1.

1.
, X  ± m

,
-

, -
, %, ,

LL 28 12,6±0,47 9,6±0,27 80,7±4,12 8,5±0,47 77,9±3,24
YY 9 13,8±0,84 9,3±0,50 73,3±7,07 7,9±0,78 67,9±3,79

37 12,9±0,39** 9,4±0,26 76,9±3,41 8,4±0,43 74,0±2,67

LY 18 14,3±0,54*** 10,1±0,48 86,6±4,77 8,8±0,34 68,7±13,2
WL 2 12,0±0,44 10,5±0,70 100±10,40 8,6±0,55 87,4±5,86
LW 50 10,9±0,21 9,6±0,18 74±3,01 9,7±1,86 88,8±1,20*

70 11,8±0,27 9,8±0,18 78,0±2,57 9,4±1,33 83,7±1,58
 × 

LWL 21 11,0±0,40 9,6±0,35 71,9±4,84 7,6±0,59 88,2±1,76
LLW 5 11,6±0,27 8,4±1,15 77,0±10,5 9,7±1,77 72,2±9,71
WLW 4 13,0±0,82* 10,0±0,47 60,0±2,65 6,0±0,32 76,9±2,32

30 11,2±0,33 9,4±0,34 72,4±4,06 8,0±0,55 84,8±2,41**
137 11,9±0,19 9,6±0,13 76,6±1,82 8,9±0,71 81,2±1,26

* – p<0,05; ** – <0,01; *** – <0,001 .
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 10,9–14,3 . 
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11,0–13,0 .  13,0 

<0,05)  × (  × ). 
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 (84,8 %, <0,001),  10,8 % 

.

,    9,3–11,4  ( . 2).

2. ,
X  ± m

,
-

, -
, %, ,

LL 4 11,0±0,81 9,7±0,55 85,5±10,20 8,9±1,32 84,9±3,88

WL 2 11,0±0,78 10,0±0,24 100,0±12,0 10,0±0,89 90,9±2,22
LW 49 11,5±0,21 9,6±0,19 78,6±2,69 8,3±0,32 83,7±1,31

51 11,4±0,21 9,5±0,20 78,1±2,79 8,3±0,33 83,5±1,36
 × 

LWL 20 11,3±0,49 10,3±0,26 86,6±4,70 8,5±0,57 86,8±2,50
LLW 5 9,3±2,64 8,0±1,10 72,0±2,33 8,8±0,64 70,4±4,32
WLW 4 11,0±0,52 9,0±0,16 60,0±2,65 5,6±0,26 72,8±1,86

29 10,9±0,52 10,3±0,25* 86,4±4,70 8,5±0,57 86,8±2,32
84 11,3±0,21 9,8±0,15 81,0±2,27 8,4±0,27 84,5±1,11

, 

,  × (  × ) – 10,3

 ( <0,05).

, 

, 

 ×  – 100  10,0 , ,  21,6  1,7 , ,

 × .

 – 

, , , , 

, . , 

 ×  – 90,9 %.
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. 3.

3.
, X  ± m

,
-

, -
, %, ,

LL 3 11,3±0,81 10,6±0,40 86,6±16,3 8,1±1,26 94,4±3,42

LW 41 11,7±0,25 10,0±0,19 79,9±3,22 8,1±0,32 84,5±1,76
 × 

LWL 16 12,1±0,5 9,7±0,31 92,7±0,31 9,6±0,65 85,3±3,50
60 11,8±0,22 9,9±0,15 82,8±2,61 8,4±0,27 85,2±1,43

 ( ) ×  (

 × ) – 12,1 . 

 11,3 ,   ×

 – 11,7 . 

.

 – 

. 

.

  

 9,7–10,6 ,   

 – 10,6 ,  0,6 

 0,9 
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   ( . . 3), 
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. 4.

 – 85,6 %, ( <0,05),  – 

 – 77,4 %.

. , 

(r=+0,04; r =+0,07, ); 

, 

 (  r=–0,01; r=–0,02; r=–0,03). 

.

1. .

2. 

 × : 
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 – 84,5–88,8 %.

3. 
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 – 
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4.  × 

 × (  × ):

 9,6–10,3

,  – 71,9–86,6 ,  – 85,3–88,2 %.

5. 

 ( ).

(12,4 , <0,01);  – 

 (9,9 ),  (83,3 , <0,05),

 (85,6 %, <0,05). 

.

1. . . 

/ . .  //   –  « ». – .:

 – , 1995. – . 2. – . 129–131.

2. . . , 

.  /  .  .  ,  .  .   //

. – .: , 1991. – . 66–

69.

3. -

 / [ . . ,

. . , . . , . . ] //   

. – : ., 2012.– . 78.– . 2 (I). – . 129–134.

4. . . 

 / . . , . . , . .  // 

: . .- . .: 

. – .: , 1995. – . 59–60.



11

5. . .   

: . . . .

.- .  / . . . – : I , 1997. – 16 .

6. . . , . – .: 

», 1994. – . 11–29.

. 

. 

 (  × ): 

 10,9–11,7 ;  –

84,5 – 88,8 %;  – 74,0 – 79,9 . 

 (r=+0,04),

 (r=–0,01),  (r=+0,07), 

 (r=–0,02),  (r=–0,03) 

. 

.

: , , , 

, .

REPRODUCTIVE PERFORMANCE OF DIFFERENT GENOTYPE

SOWS DEPENDING ON AGE

N.A. Piotrovych

Influence of age of different genotype sows on their reproductive performance

was studied. The best reproductive performance had two-breed sows with genotype

Landrace × Large White (litter size at birth depending on parity was 10,9 11,7

piglets; piglet survival to weaning – 84,5–88,8 %; litter weight at weaning –
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74,0 79,9 kg). It was found a weak correlation between parameters of litter size at

birth (r=+0,04), litter size at weaning (r= 0,01), litter weight at weaning (r=+0,07),

weaning weight (r= 0,02), piglet survival to weaning (r= 0,03) and parity. The

absence of plausible correlation between researched parameters points to the

possibility of getting six or more farrows.

Key words: pigs, litter size, litter weight, piglet survival to weaning,

correlation.


