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Abstract

This experiment aims were to study potentiality of semi-bio pig raising for application
for small-scale farmers comparing 2 systems: semi-bio raising system and general raising
system. The experiment was done in 2 groups X 4 replications x 10 pigs — a total of 80 pigs —in
a Completely Randomized Design. In the semi-bio system, the ratios of fermented feed and
concentrate were 75% and 25% starting, 50% and 50% for growing, and 25% and 75% for
finishing. On the contrary, only concentrate was given in the conventional raising system. Pigs
raised in the semi-bio and conventional systems (P>0.05) had an average growth rate of
0.77 £ 0.59 and 0.82 + 0.68 kg/day, respectively. An average of feed conversion ratio of the pigs
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had 2.44 or 41 percent for semi-bio and 2.33 or 42 percent for conventional. The cost of
feedstuff (P < 0.05) weighed 20 Kg. to 90 Kg., reduced 19.58 baht/kg. Similarly, the cost of
production was also cheaper 11.89 baht/kg. The characteristics and carcass quality (P > 0.05) of
pig from the two systems did not differ. The detection of E. coli and Salmonella spp. indicated
that pork from the semi-bio system had lower. Therefore, the semi-bio pig raising system has
sufficient potentiality for application with small-scale farmers.

Key words : semi-bio pigs growth small-scale farmer carcass quality
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fhagheiinu E.coli > 1100 MPN/g ‘?;Qt‘ﬂuijﬂﬂuﬂaﬂﬁ 1 éauiuﬂwngﬂqLmuﬁ'ﬁamwwu E.coli
W 4 Mpghaguiy fewmas 84.33 MPN/g uaxil 1 dhagheiimu E.coli < 3 MPN/g %mﬂuqnﬂu
Aandi 2 mﬂwamsmam‘ﬁa E.coli QzLﬁulﬁ’jﬂuijﬂiﬁL?;’EQLLUU“;]"’ﬂﬂ‘\]SW‘UL%a E.coli mnﬂh‘*ﬁaﬁ
Rauegduthiavmamuruiy wu awnsitligns msdamsvhsu anuazareuadlsshdat was
Bmsiiuaiade %ﬁi‘]ﬁﬂmdwﬁﬁ%dqNaeiaqmmwdﬂ:aﬁmﬁﬂﬂmq dHumsasiadis Salmonella
Wuh msdasauumlunudaiuny 3 Meti wazlinuds 1 drad ds lueendl 3 dwums
(BEeuuuisiinmmnuide Salmonella tiiss 1 et %mﬂuqnﬂuﬂanﬁ' 1 NAKAMIATIAGD
Salmonella ﬁ%tﬁm’ﬂuqniﬁL?:mtmuﬁ"ﬂﬂﬁé'qwmﬁa Salmonella 3nnni Fewuda 3 daeeheds
waaslugmand 5 mirausdiutladefinanliludududuiu saandasfunisnaasias
Manisitrali (2008)

MINN 5 UFAINANISAIIANTD E.coli uaz Salmonella spp.

MIaEN E.coli Salmonella
qns"ﬁﬂﬂﬂaﬂ 1 93 MPN/g 3.00 x 10°CFU/g
ansmluaan 2 > 1100 2.90 x 10° CFU/g
qns"ﬁﬂﬂﬂaﬂ 3 4 MPN/g 3.00 x 10°CFU/g
gnamluaen 4 43 MPN/g Tainuy
qnsfetimmaan 1 9 MPN/g Tainu
qnsfistmmaan 2 240 MPN/g 3.50 x 10° CFU/g
ansfvimwaen 3 < 3 MPN/g Taiwu
ansfvimwaen 4 4 MPN/g Tainu

nNeve MPN/g fia Most probable number per gramme  CFU/g A9 Colony-forming unit per gramme
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