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Abstract: This study aimed to analyze the demands for science and technology in different scales of pig farms of
Jiangsu province, and bridge the gap between supply and demand. Investigations were conducted in the pig farms in north-
ern, central and southern Jiangsu by questionnaire to analyze the characteristics of the demands for science and technology
by statistical methods. Large scale farms showed more demands in excellent pig breeds, and small and mid-scale farms ten-
ded to be more interested in new feed formulation technology. All farms cared more about feed management and disease
control but less about waste disposal. Medium and small scale pig farms favored unscheduled door-to-door instructions of-
fered by sci-tech professionals and large farms hoped to get supports via industry-university-research cooperation. There-
fore, sci-support should take demand diversity into consideration. Suggestion was proposed to improve the positive effects of

sci-tech on pig industry.
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Table 1 Demands of excellent breeds by different scale pig farms
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Table 2 Demands of feed and nutrition by different scale pig farms
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Table 3 Demands of feeding management technologies by different scale pig farms
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Table 4 Demands of disease control technologies by different scale pig farms
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Table 5 Demands of waste disposal technologies by different scale pig farms
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Table 6 Type of sci-tech supports needed by different scale pig farms
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Table 7 Cycles of sci-tech service needed by different scale pig farms

b2t REW RT3k A5 B 1K HH 1R 1R
— I LU 70(47.0% ) 8(5.4% ) 46(30.9% ) 25(16.8% )
LRSI 29(54.7% ) 2(3.8%) 19(35.8%) 3(5.7%)
A 11(73.3%) 1(6.7% ) 3(20.0% ) 0
it 110(50.7% ) 11(5.1%) 68(31.3%) 28(12.9% )

FEEHHEE SCILR 1

RS TRMEFHE DAL RHRSRET

Table 8 Providers of sci-tech service needed by different scale pig

farms
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