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Abstract 

Background Prolonged farrowing and more piglets born with low birth weight are undesirable consequences 
of genetic selection for increased litter size. The objective of the present observational study was to evaluate the rela-
tionship between piglets’ survivability and farrowing kinetics in hyperprolific sows. A total of 58 sows of different pari-
ties and 1190 piglets were included. The entire farrowing process was monitored and the following parameters were 
recorded: inter-piglet birth interval, birth order, total born, live born, dead born, and mummified piglets, obstetric 
intervention, weight at birth and 24h, colostrum yield and intake.

Results The sows included in this study had on average 20.6 ± 0.6 total piglets born, of which 16.4 ± 0.6 were live 
born, 3.3 ± 0.4 were stillborn and 0.9 ± 0.2 were mummified piglets. The average farrowing duration and average birth 
interval were 411.3 ± 31.6 and 20.6 ± 1.7 min, respectively. Farrowing duration was positively associated (p < 0.05) 
with parity, number of stillborn and mummified piglets. Piglet mortality 24h after birth was negatively affected 
(p < 0.01) by birth weight and positively affected (p < 0.01) by cumulative birth interval. The last tercile of piglets born 
(birth order ≥ 17) had the highest (p < 0.01) inter-piglet birth interval (IPBI) (43.4 ± 4.17 min) compared to piglets born 
in the first (birth order between 2 and 7) (26.5 ± 3.8 min) and second (birth order between 8 and 16) terciles (21.9 ± 3.8 
min). Cumulative birth interval, birth weight, occurrence of stillborn piglets and manual intervention were positively 
associated (p < 0.05) with IPBI. Piglet birth weight was also positively associated (p < 0.01) to individual colostrum 
intake. Piglets ingesting more colostrum had lower (p < 0.01) mortality from 24h after birth until weaning. Sow’s parity 
and cumulative birth interval were positively associated with the presence of stillborn piglets (p = 0.02 and p < 0.01, 
respectively).

Conclusion Reducing farrowing duration may be crucial to decrease stillbirth rate and neonatal mortality in hyper-
prolific sows. Moreover, special care must be provided to the lighter piglets within a litter to increase their colostrum 
intake and minimize piglet’s mortality throughout lactation.
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Background
Prolonged farrowing (> 300 min) and high inter-piglet 
birth interval (IPBI) (> 20 min) are arguably the most 
important factors leading to both increased stillbirth rate 
and increased preweaning mortality observed in modern 
hyperprolific sows i.e. sows giving birth to more than 16 
piglets, compared to older genotypes [1–3]. The precise 
impact of these factors on piglets’ survivability remains 
to be further elucidated and quantified. Some studies 
defined dystocia based on IPBI and suggested that this 
variable is determinant to stillbirth occurrence [4]. Oth-
ers argue that the interval from onset of farrowing until 
the birth of a given piglet is rather more important than 
individual IPBI due to the cumulative occlusion of umbil-
ical cord that leads to greater risk of damage or rupture of 
the umbilical cord in such a manner that asphyxia arises 
[5].

Piglets with greater birth order show more signs of 
asphyxia such as higher lactate concentration and lower 
blood pH compared to piglets born in the beginning of 
farrowing [6–8]. Consequently, the probability of deliv-
ering a stillborn or a piglet with compromised vital-
ity increases as the birth order increases [8, 9]. Thus, it 
is questionable whether IPBI contributes to stillbirth as 
much it has been suggested [8].

The positive association between farrowing duration 
and stillbirth rate is however more consistent. According 
to Tummaruk et al. [10], sows with prolonged farrowing 
(> 240 min) had a 3.5-fold higher stillbirth rate than sows 
with short farrowing (< 120 min). Similarly, Udomch-
anya et al. [11] showed that sows that do not give birth 
to stillborn piglets have a 152 min shorter farrowing pro-
cess than sows that gave birth to three or more stillborn 
piglets. Farrowing duration has also been linked with fer-
tility as a longer farrowing process was associated with a 
higher repeat breeding rate after weaning [12]. Environ-
mental factors play a key role in the progress of farrow-
ing in pigs. Sows with access to nest-building material 
as well as sows housed in free farrowing systems seem 
to have fewer complications during and after farrowing 
such as prolonged farrowing duration, high stillborn rate, 
and delayed uterine involution [13–15]. The mechanisms 
leading to increased farrowing duration need to be fur-
ther explored as several factors related to sows, piglets, 
environment and peripartum management might be 
involved [4, 16–18].

Prolonged farrowing might not only lead to an 
increased stillbirth rate, it may also negatively affect 
the vitality, colostrum intake, growth, and survivability 
throughout lactation [2, 7]. Perinatal mortality remains 
an unsolved problem in swine operations, accounting 
for 50–80% of overall piglet mortality [19]. Crushing has 
proven to be the main cause of perinatal death in swine 

operations but, as some studies have demonstrated, it 
is often only the last event in a series of previous causal 
effects (hypothermia, starvation, diarrhea) that fre-
quently result from complications that sows and piglets 
experienced during farrowing [20, 21].

Elucidating the variables interconnecting farrow-
ing kinetics and piglets’ survivability is an essential first 
step to minimize perinatal losses. Therefore, the aim of 
the present observational study was to investigate the 
relationship between piglets’ survivability and farrowing 
kinetics in hyperprolific sows.

Results
All descriptive data of the sows, the farrowing process 
and the litter performance are shown in Table 1.

All the results obtained from univariable or multivari-
able regression models are summarized in an overview 
table (Table 2).

Piglets born in the last tercile had higher (p < 0.01) IPBI 
compared to piglets born in the first and second tercile 
(26.5 ± 3.8 min, 21.9 ± 3.8 min and 43.4 ± 4.17 min for first, 
second and last tercile, respectively) as shown in Fig. 1A. 
Additionally, the highest IPBI was observed in birth order 
24 (75.1 min ± 11.1) and 25 (80 min ± 13.6). The IPBI of 
the birth order 24 and 25 was higher (p < 0.05) than the 
IPBI of the birth order 4 to 16, but it did not differ from 
the IPBI of the birth order 2, 3 and 17 to 23 (Fig. 1B).

The multivariable regression model considering IPBI 
as dependent variable is summarized in Tables 3 and 4. 
Both cumulative birth interval and piglet’s birth weight 
were positively associated (p < 0.01 and p = 0.03, respec-
tively) with IPBI. It was estimated that an increase of one 
minute in cumulative birth interval increases 0.08 ± 0.01 
min in IPBI and an increase of one kilogram in piglet’s 
birth weight increases IPBI in 6.25 ± 4.0 min (e.g., each 
100 g of piglet’s birth weight increases IPBI in 37.5 s). 
In a multivariable model considering binary variables 
as independent variables affecting IPBI, the occurrence 
of both stillborn and manual intervention were also 
positively associated (p < 0.01) with IPBI, increasing it in 
18.68 ± 3.26 and 98.03 ± 5.71 min, respectively.

The multivariable regression model that evaluated vari-
ables affecting farrowing duration showed parity, number 
of stillborn piglets and number of mummified piglets as 
significant (p = 0.02, p = 0.01 and p = 0.03, respectively) 
variables (Fig.  2). It was estimated that each mummi-
fied or stillborn piglet increased the duration of farrow-
ing with 67.08 ± 25.65 and 27.98 ± 11.98 min, respectively 
(Table  5). An increase of one unit in parity was associ-
ated with an increase of 28.91 ± 18.75 min in farrowing 
duration.

The multivariable regression model considering aver-
age colostrum intake by piglet per sow as dependent 
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variable is summarized in Table 6. Both sow’s rectal tem-
perature 24h after farrowing and the number of liveborn 
piglets were negatively associated (p < 0.01) with average 
colostrum intake per piglet. Each extra liveborn piglet 
was associated with an average decrease of 13.3 ± 2.1 g 
of colostrum per piglet, and an increase in 0.1ºC in the 
sow’s rectal temperature was associated with an average 
decrease of 79.1 ± 24.5 g of colostrum per piglet. Birth 
weight was positively associated (p < 0.01) with individ-
ual colostrum intake per piglet (Table 7). Thus, at a pig-
let level, an increase of one kg in a piglet’s birth weight 
is associated with an increase of 0.388 ± 0.012 kg in indi-
vidual colostrum intake.

The probability of survival 24h post-farrowing 
decreased as the cumulative birth interval increased 
(Fig.  3). Similarly, Piglet’s mortality 24h post-farrow-
ing was significant associated (p < 0.01) with piglet’s 
birth weight and cumulative birth interval, as shown in 
Table 8. Piglet’s birth weight and mortality 24h after birth 
were negatively associated, while cumulative birth inter-
val was associated positively with piglet mortality 24h 
post-farrowing. Furthermore, only colostrum intake was 
found as a significant (p < 0.01) variable associated with 
piglet mortality from 24h post-farrowing until weaning 
(Table 9).

The probability of piglet’s survival during farrowing 
decreased as the cumulative birth interval increased 
(Fig. 4). The multivariable regression model considering 

Table 1 Descriptive data of the sows, the farrowing process, and the litter performance

Variable Mean ± SE Min Max Observations

Parity 3.3 ± 0.3 1 9 58

Gestation length (days) 115.8 ± 0.1 115 117 58

Sow’s rectal temperature 24h after farrowing 38.0 ± 0.1 37.5 39.5 58

Subsequent weaning to estrus interval (days) 3.8 ± 0.1 1 5 53

Total born (n) 20.6 ± 0.6 9 31 58

Live born (n) 16.4 ± 0.6 5 24 58

Stillborn (n) 3.3 ± 0.4 0 16 58

Stillborn (%) 15.4 ± 1.7 0 64 58

Mummified piglets (n) 0.9 ± 0.2 0 9 58

Mummified piglets (%) 4.2 ± 0.9 0 42 58

Farrowing duration (min) 411.3 ± 31.6 128 1222 58

Average birth interval (min) 20.6 ± 1.7 6 87 58

Piglet’s mortality 24h after birth (%) 5.3 ± 1.0 26 0 58

Piglet mortality between 24h post-farrowing and weaning 
(%)

20.6 ± 1.6 46 0 58

Backfat entrance (mm) 15.6 ± 0.5 8 27 58

Backfat farrowing (mm) 14.7 ± 0.4 9 24 58

Backfat weaning (mm) 12.8 ± 0.4 8 22.5 57

Average litter daily gain until weaning (kg) 2.13 ± 0.1 0.7 3.1 58

Colostrum yield (g) 4558 ± 168 7578 725 58

Table 2 Summary of the results obtained from univariable or 
multivariable regression models

The up arrow (↑) indicates a positive association between the dependent and 
independent variables, and the down arrow (↓) indicates a negative association 
between the dependent and independent variables

Dependent variable Independent variable p-value

Piglet level

 Inter-piglet birth interval 
(min)

↑ Cumulative birth interval 
(min)

< 0.01

↑ Piglet’s birth weight (kg) 0.03

↑Stillborn piglets (n) < 0.01

↑Manual Intervention (yes/no) < 0.01

 Colostrum intake (g) ↑ Piglet’s birth weight (kg) < 0.01

 Piglet mortality 24h 
after birth

↓ Piglet’s birth weight (kg) < 0.01

↑Cumulative birth interval 
(min)

0.01

 Piglet mortality 
between 24h post-farrow-
ing and weaning

↓ Colostrum intake (kg) < 0.01

 Stillbirth occurrence (yes/
no)

↑Sows’ parity 0.02

↑Cumulative birth interval 
(min)

< 0.01

Sow level

 Farrowing Duration (min) ↑Parity 0.02

↑Stillborn piglets (n) 0.01

↑Mummified piglets (n) 0.03

 Average colostrum intake 
(g)

↓Sow’s rectal temperature 24h 
after farrowing (ºC)

< 0.01

↓Live born piglets (n) < 0.01
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the occurrence (yes or no) of stillbirth as dependent 
variable is summarized in Table  10. Both sow’s parity 
and cumulative birth interval were positively associated 
(p = 0.02 and p < 0.01, respectively) with the presence of a 
stillborn piglet.

Only piglets born alive (0) and stillborn piglets (1) 
were included in this analysis (1152 piglets). Mummi-
fied piglets were excluded.

Fig. 1 Inter-piglets birth interval (min) according to birth order. A Inter-piglet birth interval according to birth order grouped by terciles. Birth 
order between 2 and 7 was considered as the first tercile (1/3; n = 464 piglets) of piglets born, birth order between 8 and 16 was considered 
the second tercile (2/3; n = 430 piglets) and birth order between 17 and 25 was considered the last tercile (3/3; n = 279 piglets)). B Inter-piglet birth 
interval for each birth order. The birth interval of the first piglet (birth order 1) was not included as it was considered as zero. Data are presented 
as mean ± SEM. Different letter means statistical significance at p < 0.01
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Discussion
In the present study, piglets born in the last tercile of 
birth order had higher IPBI compared to piglets born 
in the first and second terciles. This result agrees with 
another result from the present study where a positive 
linear association was found between cumulative birth 
interval and IPBI. These results together allow the inter-
pretation that as the farrowing progresses, the piglet-
piglet interval increases and, hence, the last piglets born 
are more prone to suffer from the detrimental effects of 
hypoxia. Van Dijk et  al. [22] found a curvilinear asso-
ciation between IPBI and birth order evidencing that an 
increase in IPBI in the last piglets born occurred in five 
different breeds. Uddin et al. [8] also found that the last 
quartile of piglets born (birth order from 16 to 20) had 
the highest IPBI compared to piglets born earlier. Con-
trastingly, van Rens and van der Lende [23] found that 
the IPBI decreased linearly according to birth order. 
However, the average number of piglets was considerably 
lower in the latter study (10.1 total born piglets) com-
pared to the present study (20.6 total born piglets).

It is estimated that sows’ energy requirement on the 
day of farrowing is 1.6 times higher compared to late ges-
tation, mainly because of colostrum production, physical 
activity related to nest-building behavior, and the labor 
during farrowing [24]. Collectively, the results from the 
present study suggest that as farrowing proceeds, there 

is a depletion of energy reserves and sows get exhausted. 
Consequently, farrowing may be impaired by inadequate 
energy availability for uterine contractions [25, 26], 
which leads to higher IPBI towards the end of farrow-
ing and a greater risk of low viability of the piglets born 
last. However, more studies are needed to confirm the 
hypothesis of energy depletion towards the end of far-
rowing as it was not tested in the present study. Also, it 
can be assumed that, given the longer farrowing dura-
tions, modern hyperprolific sows are more susceptible 
to exhaustion during farrowing than the older and less 
prolific genotypes. Although some traits related to pig-
lets have been considered in this study, sow-related vari-
ables were found as the main factors increasing IPBI and 
farrowing duration. More studies are needed to better 
understand the effects of piglet-related traits on farrow-
ing kinetics.

Piglet’s birth weight was also associated with longer 
IPBI. This finding has already been demonstrated in 
Large White x Meishan [22] and in Dutch Landrace lit-
ters [23]. Van Rens and van der Lende [23] showed that 
not the weight of the piglets but the thickness of the pla-
centa is responsible for increased birth intervals. The 
positive association between the piglet’s birth weight 
and IPBI found in the present study might not have an 
important effect on the piglet’s viability as it was shown 
a minor increase of only 37.5 s for each 100 g increase 

Table 3 Multivariable model of cumulative birth interval and piglets birth weight on inter-piglet birth interval

This analysis was performed with 1188 piglets born from 58 sows
* The dependent variable was transformed to fit the normal distribution. The non-transformed data are presented in this table

Sow was considered as random variable in this statistical model

Variable Inter-piglet birth interval (min)* Adjusted  R2

Estimate SEM 95% confidence interval

Lower limit Upper limit

Intercept 1.95 5.11 −8.37 12.16

Cumulative birth interval (min) 0.08 0.01 0.06 0.10 0.14

Piglet’s birth weight (kg) 6.25 4.00 −1.16 14.17

Table 4 Multivariable model of stillborn piglet and manual intervention on inter-piglet birth interval

This analysis was performed with 1188 piglets born from 58 sows

Sow was considered as random variable in this statistical model

Variable Inter-piglet birth interval (min) Adjusted  R2

Estimate SEM Confidence interval

Lower limit Upper limit

Intercept 19.99 2.24 15.59 24.43 0.34

Stillborn piglet (yes/no) 18.68 3.26 12.29 25.10

Manual intervention (yes/no) 98.03 5.71 86.61 109.71
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in the piglet’s birth weight. Additionally, heavier piglets 
seem to be more resistant to intrapartum asphyxia than 
lighter piglets [7, 27]. Thus, the benefits of increased pig-
let birth weight might overcome its potential negative 
effect on IPBI.

The positive association between parity and farrowing 
duration found in the present study agrees with other 
studies [16, 28]. It is generally accepted that older sows 
are more susceptible to prolonged farrowing and high 
stillbirth rate, possibly due to poor muscle contractions 
of the uterus [29, 30]. Therefore, particular attention 

should be paid to older sows with evidence of dystocia 
(e.g., prolonged farrowing, high IPBI, meconium-stained 
piglets, lack of uterine contractions), to properly apply 
interventions accelerating the farrowing process, such as 
udder stimulation, postural changes, injection of exog-
enous uterotonics or manual intervention.

The present study showed a positive association 
between stillborn piglets and farrowing kinetics, which 
agrees with several other studies [25, 31, 32]. It has 
already been shown that the occurrence of stillborn pig-
lets is higher towards the end of farrowing especially in 
hyperprolific sows [8, 9]. Then, both cumulative interval 
and IPBI increase the risk of stillborn piglets and one 
can potentiate the effect of the other. The presence of a 
mummified piglet was also positively associated with far-
rowing duration. It is argued that live born piglets can 
actively move through the pelvic canal and, their physical 
movements may stimulate further uterine contractions 
[33]. The size of the piglet may also exert some influence 
on the sow’s capacity for uterine and abdominal contrac-
tion since the estimate of the increase in farrowing dura-
tion associated with mummified piglets in the current 
study was 2.4-fold higher than the increase associated 
with stillborn piglets, as mummified piglets are normally 
smaller and lighter. Therefore, obstetric interventions 
(e.g. injection of uterotonics) may be used in the last ter-
cile of farrowing to sows that present a duration of far-
rowing ≥ 300 min without birth canal obstruction [34]. 
In case of a high stillbirth rate or high mummification 
occurrence in early birth orders (more than ≥ 2 piglets 
prior to the  15th piglet born), interventions may be con-
sidered even in the beginning or middle of the farrowing 
to avoid the cumulative effect of IPBI and cumulative far-
rowing duration on the risk of stillbirth occurrence.

Although a cumulative effect of IPBI and farrowing 
duration may occur, the effect of farrowing duration 
seems to be more deleterious to piglets’ survivability 
since cumulative birth interval and not IPBI was asso-
ciated with stillbirth occurrence and piglets’ mortality 
24h after farrowing. In agreement, Langendijk et  al. [7] 
showed that the risk of stillbirth only increases signifi-
cantly when IPBI exceeds 90 min, whereas the duration 
of farrowing increased the risk of stillbirth cumulatively 
with every 2 h. This also explains why the stillbirth rate 
and piglets’ vitality are impaired as birth order increases; 
piglets born later are more affected by uterine contrac-
tions, which impairs their blood supply leading to anaer-
obic metabolism, asphyxia and, possibly, brain damage 
[9]. Therefore, decreasing farrowing duration is crucial to 
minimize piglets’ losses during and after farrowing.

Neonatal mortality is a major cause of pre-weaning 
losses and the first 24h after birth are the most critical 
period [35], accounting for 28% of preweaning mortality 

Fig. 2 Univariable regression models showing the association 
between farrowing duration and percentage of mummified piglets 
per litter (A), parity (B) and percentage of stillborn per litter (C)
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[36]. The present study showed that piglet mortality 24h 
after farrowing is negatively associated to the piglet’s 
birth weight. This result was consistently reported previ-
ously [37–40]. These studies had on average 9.5, 12.5, 12.1 
and 13.3 total piglets born, which means that for more 
prolific genotypes as used in the present study (aver-
age of 20.6 total piglets born), this result might be even 
more relevant as they have a higher occurrence of light 
born piglets. Low birthweight piglets are more at risk 
due to low energy reserves and a poor ability to compete 

at the udder [41]. Ferrari et  al. [40] demonstrated that 
the highest neonatal mortality occurred in piglets with 
birth weight < 1.200 kg and associated this fact with an 
impaired colostrum intake (< 250 mL). In agreement, 
Declerck et  al. [42] demonstrated that colostrum intake 
was positively associated with weaning weight and nega-
tively associated with preweaning mortality. The present 
study also showed that lower birth weight is associated 
with lower colostrum intake which agrees with other 
studies [40–43]. Therefore, remarkable attention and care 
must be designated to the lighter piglets within a litter 
to increase their colostrum intake and minimize piglet 
mortality.

Impaired piglet’s colostrum intake may also be attrib-
uted to sow-related factors [43, 44]. Although the average 
colostrum intake may be affected by the global vitality of 
the litter, it is more frequently associated with the capac-
ity of the sow to produce enough colostrum for the whole 
litter [42]. Hasan et al. [45] and Declerck et al. [42] esti-
mated a decrease of 9.4 g and 9.0 g for each extra live 
born piglet, respectively, while the present study esti-
mated a decrease of 13.3 g of average piglet’s colostrum 
intake by each extra live born piglet. This represents 40% 
(3.9 g) less average colostrum intake for each extra live 
born in comparison to the abovementioned studies. This 
difference may be associated with the greater prolificacy 

Table 5 Multivariable model of parity, stillborn piglets and mummified piglets on farrowing duration

This analysis was performed with 58 sows

*The dependent variable was transformed to fit the normal distribution. The non-transformed data are presented in this table

Variable Farrowing Duration (min)* Adjusted  R2

Estimate SEM Confidence interval

Lower limit Upper limit

Intercept 183.41 60.76 61.58 305.23 0.35

Parity 28.91 18.75 −8.67 66.49

Stillborn piglets (n) 27.98 11.98 3.96 52.00

Mummified piglets (n) 67.08 25.65 15.65 118.50

Table 6 Multivariable model of sow’s rectal temperature 24h after farrowing and number of live born piglets on average colostrum 
intake by piglets

This analysis was performed with 58 sows

Variable Average colostrum intake (g) Adjusted  R2

Estimate SEM Confidence interval

Lower limit Upper limit

Intercept 3526.7 925.8 1671.3 5382.2 0.52

Sow’s rectal temperature 24h 
after farrowing (ºC)

−79.1 24.5 −128.3 −30.0

Live born piglets (n) −13.3 2.1 −17.4 −9.1

Table 7 Univariable model of piglet’s birth weight on individual 
colostrum intake

This analysis was performed with 908 piglets born from 58 sows. Stillborn, 
mummified piglets and piglets that died prior to 24h after birth were not 
included

Variable Colostrum intake (g) Adjusted  R2

Estimate SEM Confidence interval

Lower 
limit

Upper 
limit

Intercept −144.9 16.69 −177.2 −111.7 0.66

Piglet’s 
birth 
weight (kg)

388.6 12.35 364.3 412.8
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of the sows included in the present study and corrobo-
rates with the assumption that large litters are more 
prone to insufficient colostrum intake [44, 46].

The average piglet’s colostrum intake was also nega-
tively associated with the sow’s rectal temperature 24 
h after farrowing. An increase in rectal temperature is 

Fig. 3 Probability of piglets being alive until 24h post-farrowing according to their respective cumulative birth interval. 983 piglets were included 
in this analysis. Stillborn and mummified piglets were not included

Table 8 Multivariable model of piglet’s birth weight and cumulative birth interval on piglet mortality 24h after birth

This analysis was performed with 983 piglets born from 58 sows. Stillborn and mummified piglets were not included

Sow was considered as a random variable in this statistical model

Variable Piglet mortality 24h after birth Adjusted  R2

Estimate SEM Confidence interval

Lower limit Upper limit

Intercept −0.85 0.63 −2.11 0.36 0.32

Piglet’s birth weight (kg) −2.64 0.57 −3.80 −1.55

Cumulative birth interval (min) 0.003 0.001 0.001 0.004

Table 9 Final multivariable model showing the effect of colostrum intake on piglet mortality between 24h post-farrowing and 
weaning

This analysis was performed with 908 piglets born from 58 sows. Stillborn, mummified piglets and piglets that died prior to 24h after birth were not included

Sow was considered as random variable in this statistical model

Variable Piglet mortality between 24h post-farrowing and weaning

Estimate SEM Confidence interval Adjusted  R2

Lower limit Upper limit

Intercept 1.22 0.22 0.78 1.69 0.48

Colostrum intake(g) −0.011 0.57 −0.013 −0.009
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the earliest clinical sign to predict exacerbated inflam-
matory response during peripartum in sows [47, 48]. It 
can be hypothesized that disturbances of homeostasis 
caused by an increased inflammatory state and detected 
by increased rectal temperature can be detrimental to 
colostrum yield. However, the current knowledge in the 
literature cannot fully explain this association and the 
data presented in this study is not enough to draw a firm 
conclusion on this topic.

Conclusion
The time elapsed from the onset of farrowing (expulsion 
of the first piglet) until the birth of a given piglet (cumu-
lative birth interval) emerged as one of the most impor-
tant factors influencing piglet survivability during and 
24h post farrowing in hyperprolific genotypes. Although 
less relevant to piglets’ survivability, the IPBI may 
also increase the stillbirth rate, especially when acting 
together with cumulative birth interval. Therefore, strate-
gies to decrease the farrowing duration of modern sows 
without impairing piglet’s vitality and maternal health 
must be developed. Moreover, older sows should be more 
carefully monitored during farrowing and obstetric inter-
ventions must be considered in sows showing evidence of 
dystocia.

Materials and methods
The study protocol was approved by the Ethical Commit-
tee of the Faculty of Veterinary Medicine and the Faculty 
of Bioscience Engineering, Ghent University (EC2019-
26), as well as by the Flemish governmental agency for 
animal welfare (DWZ/ER/20/1.15/).

Farm and herd description
The study was performed in a commercial farrow-to-fin-
ish farm with an average herd size of 500 DanBred sows 
(Landrace x Yorkshire) and practicing a 4-week batch 
production system. Piglets were weaned at 21 days of 

Fig. 4 Probability of piglets being alive during farrowing according to the cumulative birth interval

Table 10 Multivariable model of Sow’s parity and cumulative 
birth interval on stillbirth occurrence. 1152 piglets born from 58 
sows were included in this analysis. Mummified piglets were not 
included

This analysis was performed with 1152 piglets born from 58 sows. Mummified 
piglets were not included

Sow was considered as a random variable in this statistical model

Variable Stillbirth occurrence (yes/no)

Estimate SEM Confidence interval Adjusted  R2

Lower 
limit

Upper 
limit

Intercept −3.30 0.26 −3.87 2.80 0.26

Sow’s parity 0.12 0.05 0.02 0.22

Cumulative 
birth inter-
val (min)

0.004 0.001 0.003 0.006
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age. Sows and gilts were transferred to the farrowing unit 
three to seven days before the expected farrowing date 
where they were housed in conventional farrowing crates 
until weaning. Prior to moving them to the farrowing 
unit, the animals were fed a gestation diet. After arrival 
in the farrowing unit, they received a transition diet until 
two to three days after the last sow had farrowed. From 
then onwards until weaning, sows were fed with lactation 
diet. The precise composition of the different feeds can 
be found in Schoos et al. [49]. All the animals had ad libi-
tum access to drinking water via a drinking nipple. The 
temperature in the farrowing unit varied between 24.5 ºC 
and 25.0 ºC throughout the study.

Sows and gilts that farrowed prior to gestation day 115 
and after day 117 (considering the first insemination day 
as day 0 of pregnancy) were not considered for the study. 
Induction of farrowing was not applied. Cross-fostering 
and split suckling were allowed only after 24h after the 
onset of the farrowing.

Measurements and calculations
The backfat thickness was considered as the average of 
measurements performed in the left and right side of the 
sows at the P2 position (Renco Lean-Meater, MN, USA) 
at the entrance in the farrowing room, farrowing day, 
and weaning. The rectal temperature was daily assessed 
between 9 and 11 a.m. from the day of entrance in the 
farrowing unit until seven days after the last sow had 
farrowed.

Total born, live born, stillborn and mummified piglets 
were recorded. The average birth interval was calculated 
by dividing the farrowing duration by the number of total 
born piglets in the litter. The IPBI was calculated as the 
time elapsed between the birth of a piglet and the birth of 
the next piglet. The cumulative interval was calculated as 
the time elapsed between the onset of farrowing (expul-
sion of the first piglet) and the birth of a piglet.

At birth, piglets were weighed and received an indi-
vidual ear tag, and 24h (23–25 h) later, the piglets were 
weighed again to estimate colostrum intake and colos-
trum yield. Colostrum intake was estimated based on 
the mechanistic model as described by Theil et  al. [50]. 
If the mathematical model indicated a negative value, the 
colostrum intake was considered zero. The colostrum 
yield of each sow was calculated as the sum of the indi-
vidual piglets’ colostrum intake within a litter. Potential 
colostrum intake of piglets dying within 24h after birth 
was not considered. Piglets’ mortality was recorded daily 
throughout the lactation. Piglets were weighed at wean-
ing and average litter gain was calculated by the differ-
ence of birth weight and weaning weight divided by the 
number of days in lactation.

Statistical analyses
The assumption of normality and homogeneity of vari-
ances were graphically evaluated (histogram, normal 
probability plot of residuals) and tested by Shapiro–Wilk 
and Barlett, respectively. When needed, dependent vari-
ables were transformed in order to meet the assumptions 
of the statistical model used. The data were presented as 
mean ± SEM and the results were considered significant 
at p < 0.05. Statistical analyses were performed using soft-
ware R (R Core Team, version 4.2.0).

The birth order was categorized into three groups to 
analyze the IPBI according to the piglet’s expulsion, with 
25 being the maximum birth order as the number of pig-
lets from birth order 26 onwards was too low to fit the 
model adequately. The number of piglets born in each 
birth order is in Additional File 1: Table  S1. For this, a 
birth order between 2 and 7 was considered as the first 
tercile (1/3) of piglets born, a birth order between 8 and 
16 was considered the second tercile, and a birth order 
between 17 and 25 was considered the last tercile. If a 
sow had less than 17 piglets, it was considered only for 
the first and second tercile. The overall IPBI, as well as 
the IPBI in each of these three groups, were compared 
using a linear mixed model where the sow was consid-
ered as a random variable.

Univariable models were used to investigate the asso-
ciation between predicted and predictor variables, where 
each explanatory variable was included as a single fixed 
effect. Numerical and categorical independent variables 
with p ≤ 0.20 for the F-test in the simple model were 
selected and subjected to Pearson’s and Spearman’s cor-
relation analysis to avoid multicollinearity between con-
tinuous variables and confounding problems between 
categorical variables. Based on the results from the uni-
variable models, all factors with p ≤ 0.20 were included as 
independent variables in a multivariable analysis. After a 
stepwise elimination procedure, only independent vari-
ables with p < 0.05 were included in the final model. The 
elimination of independent variables in the stepwise pro-
cedure was performed according to the p-value; inde-
pendent variables with higher p-values were eliminated 
earlier.  The complete linear regression models, includ-
ing  inclusion and exclusion criteria and stepwise proce-
dure are shown in Additional File 1: Table S2–S9.

Statistical models that had the dependent variable as 
a binary variable (piglets’ mortality before 24h post-far-
rowing, piglets’ mortality between 24h post-farrowing 
and weaning, and the occurrence of stillbirth) were ana-
lyzed by generalized linear mixed models fitted by bino-
mial distribution.

Sow was considered as a random variable in statistical 
models that analyzed dependent variables at the piglet 
level (IPBI, piglets’ mortality until 24h post-farrowing, 
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piglets’ mortality between 24h post-farrowing and wean-
ing, and the occurrence of stillbirth).

Interaction between the variables included in the final 
model was tested and found to be non-significant for all 
models.

Survival analysis (Kaplan–Meier estimate) was per-
formed using the “survival” package and “survfit” func-
tion with a confidence interval of 95%.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s40813- 023- 00332-y.

Additional file 1. Supplementary Tables.

Acknowledgements
The author would like to acknowledge all the veterinarians, field and labora-
tory personnel who participated in this study.

Author contributions
AS: conceptualization, investigation, methodology, study design, writing 
(review and editing); BBDM: writing (original draft, review and editing), data 
curation, statistical analysis; RFC: writing (original draft, review and editing), 
statistical analysis, data curation; IC: project administration, data curation, 
writing (review and editing); EB: writing (review and editing), investigation; GJ: 
project administration, supervision, methodology; DM: project administration, 
supervision, methodology, study design, protocol preparation. All authors 
read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This study has been funded by the ECPHM research grant 2019 from the 
European College of Porcine Health Management (ECPHM), and Veepeiler 
Varken (VP19-06), Belgium. We thank São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP) 
for Grant Numbers 2021/07109-4 and 2021/07101-3 for the scholarship to the 
authors.

Availability of data and materials
The dataset used and/or analyzed during the current study is available from 
the corresponding author on request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study protocol was approved by the Ethical Committee of the Faculty of 
Veterinary Medicine and the Faculty of Bioscience Engineering, Ghent Univer-
sity (EC2019-26), as well as by the Flemish governmental agency for animal 
welfare (DWZ/ER/20/1.15/).

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 Department of Internal Medicine, Reproduction and Population Medicine, 
Faculty of Veterinary Medicine, Ghent University, Merelbeke, Belgium. 2 Depart-
ment of Nutrition and Animal Production, School of Veterinary Medicine 
and Animal Sciences, University of São Paulo (USP), Campus Pirassununga, São 
Paulo, SP, Brazil. 3 Department of Veterinary and Biosciences, Faculty of Veteri-
nary Medicine, Ghent University, Merelbeke, Belgium. 

Received: 17 March 2023   Accepted: 28 July 2023

References
 1. Björkman S, Kauffold J, Kaiser MØ. Reproductive health of the sow during 

puerperium. Mol Reprod Dev 2022.
 2. Oliviero C, Junnikkala S, Peltoniemi O. The challenge of large litters on 

the immune system of the sow and the piglets. Reprod Dom Anim. 
2019;54:12–21.

 3. Liu Y, Zhou Q, Theil PK, Fang Z, Lin Y, Xu S, Feng B, Zhuo Y, Wu F, Jiang X, 
Zhao X, Wu D, Che L. The differences in energy metabolism and redox 
status between sows with short and long farrowing duration. Animal. 
2021;15: 100355.

 4. Nam NH, Sukon P. Non-infectious risk factors for intrapartum stillbirth in a 
swine farm in the North of Vietnam. Vet World. 1829;2021:14.

 5. Alonso-Spilsbury M, Mota-Rojas D, Villanueva-Garcia D, Martinez-Burnes 
J, Orozco H, Ramirez-Necoechea R, Mayagoitia AL, Trujillo ME. Perinatal 
asphyxia pathophysiology in pig and human: a review. Anim Reprod Sci. 
2005;90:1–30.

 6. Van Dijk AJ, Van Loon JPAM, Taverne MAM, Jonker FH. Umbilical cord 
clamping in term piglets: a useful model to study perinatal asphyxia? 
Theriogenology. 2008;70:662–74.

 7. Langendijk P, Fleuren M, van Hees H, van Kempen T. The course of parturi-
tion affects piglet condition at birth and survival and growth through the 
nursery phase. Animals. 2018;8:60.

 8. Uddin MK, Hasan S, Peltoniemi O, Oliviero C. The effect of piglet vitality, 
birth order, and blood lactate on the piglet growth performances and 
preweaning survival. Porc Health Manag. 2022;8:52.

 9. Langendijk P, Plush K. Parturition and its relationship with stillbirths and 
asphyxiated piglets. Animals. 2019;9:885.

 10. Tummaruk P, Pearodwong P. Postparturient disorders and backfat loss 
in tropical sows associated with parity, farrowing duration and type of 
antibiotic. Trop Anim Health Prod. 2015;47:1457–64.

 11. Udomchanya J, Suwannutsiri A, Sripantabut K, Pruchayakul P, Juthama-
nee P, Nuntapaitoon M, Tummaruk P. Association between the incidence 
of stillbirths and expulsion interval, piglet birth weight, litter size and car-
betocin administration in hyperprolific sows. Livest Sci. 2019;227:128–34.

 12. Oliviero C, Kothe S, Heinonen M, Valros A, Peltoniemi O. Prolonged dura-
tion of farrowing is associated with subsequent decreased fertility in 
sows. Theriogenology. 2013;79:1095–9.

 13. Yun J, Swan KM, Oliviero C, Peltoniemi O, Valros A. Effects of prepartum 
housing environment on abnormal behaviour, the farrowing process, 
and interactions with circulating oxytocin in sows. Appl Anim Behav Sci. 
2015;162:20–5.

 14. Yun J, Swan KM, Farmer C, Oliviero C, Peltoniemi O, Valros A. Prepartum 
nest-building has an impact on postpartum nursing performance 
and maternal behaviour in early lactating sows. Appl Anim Behav Sci. 
2014;160:31–7.

 15. Egli PT, Schüpbach-Regula G, Nathues H, Ulbrich SE, Grahofer A. Influence 
of the farrowing process and different sow and piglet traits on uterine 
involution in a free farrowing system. Theriogenology. 2022;182:1–8.

 16. Adi YK, Boonprakob R, Kirkwood RN, Tummaruk P. Factors associated with 
farrowing duration in hyperprolific sows in a free farrowing system under 
tropical conditions. Animals. 2022;12:2943.

 17. Ju M, Wang X, Li X, Zhang M, Shi L, Hu P, Zhang B, Han X, Wang K, Li X, 
Zhou L, Qiao R. Effects of litter size and parity on farrowing duration of 
Landrace× Yorkshire sows. Animals. 2022;12:94.

 18. Peltoniemi O, Oliviero C, Yun J, Grahofer A, Björkman S. Management 
practices to optimize the parturition process in the hyperprolific sow. J 
Anim Sci. 2020;98:S96–106.

 19. Muns R, Nuntapaitoon M, Tummaruk P. Non-infectious causes of pre-
weaning mortality in piglets. Livest Sci. 2016;184:46–57.

 20. Edwards LE, Plush KJ, Ralph CR, Morrison RS, Acharya RY, Doyle RE. Enrich-
ment with lucene hay improves sow maternal behaviour and improves 
piglet survival. Animals. 2019;9:558.

 21. Oliviero C, Heinonen M, Valros A, Peltoniemi O. Environmental and 
sow-related factors affecting the duration of farrowing. Anim Reprod Sci. 
2010;119:85–91.

 22. van Dijk AJ, van Rens BTTM, van der Lende T, Taverne MAM. Factors 
affecting duration of the expulsive stage of parturition and piglet birth 
intervals in sows with uncomplicated, spontaneous farrowings. Theriog-
enology. 2005;64:1573–90.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40813-023-00332-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40813-023-00332-y


Page 12 of 12Schoos et al. Porcine Health Management            (2023) 9:37 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 23. Van Rens BTTM, van der Lende T. Parturition in gilts: Duration of farrow-
ing, birth intervals and placenta to maternal, piglet expulsion in relation 
and placental traits. Theriogenology. 2004;62:331–52.

 24. Feyera T, Theil PK. Energy and lysine requirements and balances of 
sows during transition and lactation: a factorial approach. Livest Sci. 
2017;201:50–7.

 25. Feyera T, Pedersen TF, Krogh U, Foldager L, Theil PK. Impact of sow energy 
status during farrowing on farrowing kinetics, frequency of stillborn 
piglets, and farrowing assistance. J Anim Sci. 2018;96:2320–31.

 26. Carnevale RF, Muro BBD, Pierozan CR, Monteiro MS, Leal DF, Poor AP, Alves 
LSK, Gomes NAC, Silva CA, Maes D, Janssens GPJ, Garbossa CA. Peripheral 
glycemia and farrowing traits in pigs: An observational study. Livest Sci. 
2023;270: 105203.

 27. Herpin P, Le Dividich J, Hulin JC, Fillaut M, De Marco F, Bertin R. Effects of 
the level of asphyxia during delivery on viability at birth and early postna-
tal vitality of newborn pigs. J Anim Sci. 1996;74:2067–75.

 28. Björkman S, Oliviero C, Rajala-Schultz PJ, Soede NM, Peltoniemi OAT. The 
effect of litter size, parity and farrowing duration on placenta expulsion 
and retention in sows. Theriogenology. 2017;92:36–44.

 29. Vanderhaeghe C, Dewulf J, De Vliegher S, Papadopoulos GA, de Kruif A, 
Maes D. Longitudinal field study to assess sow level risk factors associated 
with stillborn piglets. Anim Reprod Sci. 2010;120(1–4):78–83.

 30. Bhattarai S, Framstad T, Nielsen JP. Stillbirths in relation to sow hema-
tological parameters at farrowing: a cohort study. J Swine Health Prod. 
2018;26:4.

 31. Canario L, Roy N, Gruand J, Bidanel J. Genetic variation of farrowing kinet-
ics traits and their relationships with litter size and perinatal mortality in 
French Large White sows. J Anim Sci. 2006;84:1053–8.

 32. van den Bosch M, van de Linde IB, Kemp B, van den Brand H. Disen-
tangling litter size and farrowing duration effects on piglet stillbirth, 
acid-base blood parameters and pre-weaning mortality. Front Vet Sci. 
2022;9:836202.

 33. Taverne MAM, van der Weijden GC. Parturition in domestic animals: 
targets for future research. Reprod Domest Anim. 2008;43:36–42.

 34. Muro BBD, Carnevale RF, Andretta I, Leal DF, Monteiro MS, Poor AP, 
Almond GWA, Garbossa CA. Effects of uterotonics on farrowing traits and 
piglet vitality: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Theriogenology. 
2021;161:151–60.

 35. Quesnel H, Farmer C, Devillers N. Colostrum intake: influence on piglet 
performance and factors of variation. Livest Sci. 2012;146:105–14.

 36. KilBride AL, Mendl M, Statham P, Held S, Harris M, Cooper S, Green LE. 
A cohort study of preweaning piglet mortality and farrowing accom-
modation on 112 commercial pig farms in England. Prev Vet Med. 
2012;104:281–91.

 37. Milligan BN, Fraser D, Kramer DL. Within-litter birth weight variation in the 
domestic pig and its relation to preweaning survival, weight gain, and 
variation in weaning weights. Livest Prod Sci. 2002;76:181–91.

 38. Quiniou N, Dagorn J, Gaudré D. Variation of piglets’ birth weight and con-
sequences on subsequent performance. Livest Prod Sci. 2002;78:63–70.

 39. Panzardi A, Bernardi ML, Mellagi AP, Bierhals T, Bortolozzo FP, Wentz I. 
Newborn piglet traits associated with survival and growth performance 
until weaning. Prev Vet Med. 2013;110:206–13.

 40. Ferrari CV, Sbardella PE, Bernardi ML, Coutinho ML, Vaz IS, Wentz I, Bor-
tolozzo FP. Effect of birth weight and colostrum intake on mortality and 
performance of piglets after cross-fostering in sows of different parities. 
Prev Vet Med. 2014;114:259–66.

 41. Kirkden RD, Broom DM, Andersen IL. Piglet mortality: the impact of 
induction of farrowing using prostaglandins and oxytocin. Anim Reprod 
Sci. 2013;138:14–24.

 42. Declerck I, Dewulf J, Sarrazin S, Maes D. Long-term effects of colostrum 
intake in piglet mortality and performance. J Anim Sci. 2016;94:1633–43.

 43. Devillers N, Farmer C, Le Dividich J, Prunier A. Variability of colostrum yield 
and colostrum intake in pigs. Animal. 2007;1(7):1033–41.

 44. Peltoniemi O, Yun J, Björkman S, Han T. Coping with large litters: the man-
agement of neonatal piglets and sow reproduction. J Anim Sci Technol. 
2021;63(1):1.

 45. Hasan S, Orro T, Valros A, Junnikkala S, Peltoniemi O, Oliviero C. Factors 
affecting sow colostrum yield and composition, and their impact on 
piglet growth and health. Livest Sci. 2019;227:60–7.

 46. Ward SA, Kirkwood RN, Plush KJ. Are larger litters a concern for piglet 
survival or an effectively manageable trait? Animals. 2020;10(2):309.

 47. Kaiser M, Jacobson M, Andersen PH, Bækbo P, Cerón JJ, Dahl J, Escribano 
D, Jacobsen S. Inflammatory markers before and after farrowing in 
healthy sows and in sows affected with postpartum dysgalactia syn-
drome. BMC Vet Res. 2018;14(1):1–15.

 48. Stiehler T, Heuwieser W, Pfuetzner A, Burfeind O. The course of rectal 
and vaginal temperature in early postpartum sows. J Swine Health Prod. 
2015;23(2):72–83.

 49. Schoos A, Chantziaras I, Vandenabeele J, Biebaut E, Meyer E, Cools A, 
Devreese M, Maes D. Prophylactic use of melxicam and paracetamol in 
peripartal sows suffering from postpartum dysgalactia syndrome. Front 
Vet Sci. 2020;7: 603719.

 50. Theil PK, Flummer C, Hurley WL, Kristensen NB, Labouriau RL, Sorensen 
MT. Mechanistic model to predict colostrum intake based on deuterium 
oxide dilution technique data and impact of gestation and prefar-
rowing diets on piglet intake and sow yield of colostrum. J Anim Sci. 
2014;92:5507–19.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Relationship between piglets’ survivability and farrowing kinetics in hyper-prolific sows
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Results 
	Conclusion 

	Background
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Materials and methods
	Farm and herd description
	Measurements and calculations
	Statistical analyses

	Anchor 14
	Acknowledgements
	References


