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Table 1. Effects of honeybee venom treatments on body weight gain and feed effi—
ciency of gilt for whole growing stage

Average body eight(kg)

Treatments — — BWG(kg) ADG(g) ADFl(g) F/G
Initial Finish
Control 6.63+0.78 102.51+8.76 95.88+8.76 639 1,636 2.56+0.40
Bee venom | 6.54%+0.85 104.0318.55 97.49+7.02 650 1,657 2.55%0,36
Bee venom II 6.5240.98 105.60+7.02 99.08+7.21 661 1,691 2.56+0.41

Bee venom I 6.80%1.12 100.30%9.13 93.50%8.84 623 1,633 2.62+0.44
Values are expressed as the meantSE(n=20).

Table 2. Effects of honeybee venom treatments on body weight gain and feed effi—
ciency of barrow for whole growing stage

Treatments  — o orage body weight (ke) —poweq s ADG() ADFIGE)  F/G
Initial Finish
Control 6.94+0.63 105.90+10.45 98.96%+9.87 660 1,722 2.61%0.38
Bee venom I 6.71+0.88 10850+ 7.14 101.79%6.14* 679 1,724 2.54%0.42
Bee venom I 7.07+0.82 109.31+ 6.57 102.23%5.98* 682 1,711 2.51+£0.38
Bee venom I 7.04+1.20 102.80+ 8.43 95.76+7.96° 638 1,634 2.56+0.47

“» Values with different superscription within the same column differ(P<0.05).
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Table 3. Survival rate and production index in treatments

Finishing rate in pigs Production index
Treatments Sex No. of . Survival Control vs
. Death Survival Base .
pigs rate(%) prod. index
gilt 20 1 19 95 22.25
Control barrow 20 0 20 100 23.73
av. 20 1 19.5 97.5 22.99 100
gilt 20 0 20 100 23.86
Bee venom [ barrow 20 0 20 100 24,98
av. 20 0 20 100 24.42 106.22
gilt 20 0 20 100 24.12
Bee venom II barrow 20 0 20 100 25.47
av. 20 0 20 100 24,80 107.87
gilt 20 1 19 95 21.27
Bee venom I barrow 20 1 19 95 22,31
av. 20 19 95 21.79 94,78

Table 4. Effects of honeybee venom treatments on pig productivity

Treatments Feed Control vs Body weight  Control vs body
intake(kg/head) F.1(%) gain (kg/head) weight gain(%)
Control 252 100 97.42 100

Bee venom I 254 101.32 99.64 102.30

Bee venom II 255 101.19 100.66 103.30

Bee venom [I 245 97.22 94.63 97.14
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