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(Comparative Study on Growth Performance and Carcass Quality of Three Duck Breed)
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Table 1. Growth performance of Muscovy, Pekin, and Mulard ducks.

Breed SEM P-value
Parameter Muscovy Pekin Mulard
BWG (g) 3659.65° 3117.20¢ 3267.42° 28.36 <0.001
Fl (9) 10744.90° 11336.00° 11240.61° 84.16 <0.001
FCR 2.94° 3.64° 3.44° 0.09 <0.001

BWG: Body weight gain, FI: feed intake, FCR: Feed conversion ratio

a—-c Means bearing different superscript letters within the same row are significantly different (P<0.05).
SEM: Standard error of means.

Source: Hassan et al. (2018)

Table 2. Growth performance of Muscovy, Pekin, and Mulard ducks.

Breed
Parameter Muscovy Pekin Mulard
BWG () 3699.00 +47.91° 2799.80 +30.14° 3978.60 +20.68°
FI (g) 12167.00 +126.07° 13667.00 +£66.10° 13428.00 +44.96°
FCR 3.29 +0.01° 4.88 +0.08° 3.37 £0.02°
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BWG: Body weight gain, Fl: feed intake, FCR: Feed conversion ratio
a—-c Means bearing different superscripts within the same row

Source: Abdelsalam et al. (2024)

Table 3. Growth performance of Muscovy, Pekin, and Mulard ducks.

Breed P-value
Parameter Muscovy Pekin Mulard
BWG (g) 3977.35+74.94° 2886.86+26.91°¢ 4182.36+23.78° <0.0001
Fl (9) 14316+28.93¢ 15445.5+61.19° 15908.62+18.37¢ <0.0001
FCR 3.75+.018° 5.33+.082° 3.80+.022° <0.0001

BWG: Body weight gain, Fl: feed intake, FCR: Feed conversion ratio
a—-c Means bearing different superscripts within the same row are significantly different (P<0.0001).

Source: Tamer et al. (2023)
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Table 4. Carcass characteristics of Muscovy, Pekin, and Mulard ducks.

Breed SEM P-value
Parameter Muscovy Pekin Mulard
Dressing % 75.20° 72.41° 73.73° 0.30 <0.001
Breast % 51.04° 49.39° 50.55° 0.20 <0.001
Thigh % 24.16° 23.02° 23.17° 0.16 0.001
Heart % 0.66 0.65 0.68 0.01 0.163
Liver % 2.36° 2.26° 3.34° 0.15 <0.001
Gizzard % 2.35 2.39 2.07 0.08 0.179

a—-c Means bearing different superscripts within the same row are significantly different (P<0.05).
SEM: Standard error of means.

Source: Hassan et al. (2018)



Table 5. Carcass characteristics of Muscovy, Pekin,

and Mulard ducks.

Breed

Parameter Muscovy Pekin Mulard
Carcass(g) 3298.30+31.20° 1761.70+15.64° 2826.70+17.78°
Liver(g) 110.00+1.97° 45.00+0.83° 110.00+1.49°
Gizard(g) 103.33+0.43° 70.00+2.20° 105.00+0.11°
Heart(q) 38.33+1.55° 16.67+0.48° 38.33+0.43°

a—c Means bearing different superscripts within the same row

Source: Abdelsalam et al. (2024)

Table 6. Carcass characteristics of Muscovy, Pekin, and Mulard ducks.

Breed P-value

Parameter Muscovy Pekin Mulard
Dressing % 84.39+0.03° 74.00+0.23¢ 83.23+0.05° <0.0001
Liver % 2.09+0.01° 1.95+0.02¢ 2.3+0.01° <0.0001
Heart % 0.74+0.01° 0.54+0.01° 0.76+01° <0.0001
Gizzard % 2.5+0.01° 2.47+0.03° 2.62+0.02° <0.0001
Thigh % 35.66+0.07° 28.68+0.25¢ 33.33+0.1° <0.0001
Breast % 41.31+0.11° 39.95+0.35¢ 42.62+0.12° <0.0001

a—-c Means bearing different superscripts within the same row are significantly different (P<0.0001).

Source: Tamer et al. (2023)
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