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Abstract In an experiment with two 3% 3L atin sguare design, six Durocx L angdranceX

L argew hite castratesw ere used to investigate the effectsof dietary fiber sources and level on
nutrient digestibility and utilization in piglets The treatment was CONTROL (no fibrous
feedstuff), WB (contain 5% wheat bran) and SBP (contain 5% sugar beet pulp). The
results show ed that WB piglets had higher ileal digestibility of dry matter, organic matter
and ADF than that of CON TROL piglets (P< Q 05), but treatment did not significantly
influence the fecal digestibility of dry matter and organicmatter (P> Q 05). Pigletsof WB
and CONTROL had greater ileal digestibility of cellulose and lower fecal digestibility of
hamicellulose than that of SBP piglets (P< Q 05). WB piglets had greater ileal nitrogen
digestibility than CON TROL piglets (P < Q 05) and greater ileal energy digestibility than
BP piglets (P< Q 05). BP Piglets had greater fecal nitrogen digestibility (P< Q 05) than
CONTROL pigs Treatment did not significantly influence m etabolizability of gross energy,

nitrogen or ileal apparent digestibility of 15 anino acids (P> Q 05).
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