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Table 1 selected indicators of fattening (30 — 114 kg)

Prebiotic Supplement g/kg SEM P-Value

0 Inulin 20  DJA 40
ADG (g/h/d) 844° 863° 854%° 191  0.048
FCR, kg/kg 2.73 2.65 27 015 0.496
Final body weight after 98 days of fattening, 113.5° 115.1° 114°° 1.09 0.047

kg
ab _statistically significant differences at p < 0.05; ADG—average daily weight gains; FCR — feed conversion ratio

Source: Grela et al. (2021)
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Table 2 Effect of inulin on growth performance of performance of pigs during the fattening period.

Dietary inulin level (g/kg)

Control 10 20 30 SEM P-Value
Initial mass (kg) 25.2 254 252 254 0.096 NS
Final body mass (kg) 112.3 113.5 115.1 1151 0.178 NS
Feed intake (kg) 2.75 2.74 2.78 2.82 0.016 NS
Weight gain (kg) 87.1 88.2 90.0 89.8 1.192 NS
Average daily gain (kg) 829 840 857 855 1.821 NS
FIG (kg kg™) 3.32 3.26 3.24 3.30 0.016 NS

Data are the means of 16 pigs (eight barrows and eight gilts) per group. Lowercase lettersmean statistical
differences P<0.05 and P<0.1 was considered as a trend Sl standard inulin, LCI long-chain inulin, SEM standard
error of the means, T Treatments, F/G feed-to-gain ratio, NS non-significant differences a Significance of the effects
of the inulin degree of polymerization (IDP), inulin level (IL), and interaction between the inulin degree of

polymerization and inulin level (IDP x IL)
Source: Samolinska et al. (2017)
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Table 3 Body weight,ADG,FI and FCR of growing-finishing pigs.
Groups SEM  P-value
I Il 11 v \%
Initial body weight (kg) 30.5 29.9 30.8 30 30.4 0.188 0.055
Final body weight (kg)  113.1° 11562 1152%® 11562 113.9° 0241 0.018
Fattening days 98 98 98 98 98 - -
Daily weight gains (g) 843° 870 @ 857 87172 848 ° 38.8 0.022
Feed intake (kg) 2.30 2.30 2.29 2.28 2.31 0.028 0.699
Feed conversion ratio 2.70 2.64 2.64 2.61 271 0.030 5.509

a, b, c, - values in the same rows with different letters differ significantly (P<0.05)
| control

Il Inulin (Watr extralion)

Il Inulin (Watr-alcohol extralion)

IV Jerusalm artichoke (Heli anthus tuberosus)

V chicory (Cichorium intybus var aativum)

Source: Sobolewska et al. (2014)
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