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Saccharomyces cerevisiae fiiangausaaussanmniIsasaivlanaramisdimesnislain lnefne
91N0Na159UITETIUI 3 aUU ARRUNSENI1T A.A. 2018-2020 FsiinswaSudas Saccharomyces
cerevisiae Iuawmiﬁ'izﬁ’u 0.5-3.0% WulLasugan Saccharomyces cerevisiae 0.5-1.5% ludnane
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UNANLIEateatyu  (Osita et al. 2020, Lawrence-Azusa et al. 2018, waz Kumar et al. 2019)
wuiieBudas Saccharomyces cerevisiae thewiisdszavisammsisiapivln was lifnadedoauninves
Iiie egnalsfiny YSunaitunranlunisiesudas Saccharomyces cerevisiae Samadutiamdndiay
desnnusazeuideiimsliusiadasiunndstuegiann fulu nuduuuatudfelm s
LazlAEsidoyanauAdeTiiuan e doaguiidaiou iRedfusefunsiaiudad saccharomyces
cerevisiae vngaslums dnadunisaiyiiuln uay Snwausamilafinveslniie
NaNSLEsNEER Saccharomyces cerevisiae fiaUsuaun1snuld (Feed intake, FI)

Kumar et al. (2019) wa3u8as Saccharomyces cerevisiae fisz#u 0, 1.0 way 1.5% Tuormslile
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Wi§ Cobb 400 91 1-42 $u wud1 UsuunisAulsvesnnnguilldsunsiasudad Saccharomyces
cerevisiae il unns1afu (Table 1) 1 uLiaafufu Osita et al. (2020) FLasudas Saccharomyces
cerevisiae 3¢ 0, 0.7, 1.2, wag 1.7 n/nn. luamnshianenudidemnaivdeny 1-28 Ju nudnsuunisiu
Iveannauiild3unsiaiudas saccharomyces cerevisiae laiunnsinsifu (Table 2) eg1slsfnm nan1s
NAaBIT < 2 aUU M na1uTand iU Lawrence-Azusa et al. (2018) § a1a3ud as Saccharomyces
cerevisiae 589U 0,1.5, 2.0, 2.5, wag 3.0% Iuawmiqﬂlﬁﬁaﬁuﬁ: Cobb500 818 1-56 Ju WU ﬂﬁjuﬁm%m
wagseau 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, kag 3.0 ﬁﬂ%mmmsﬁulﬁlmmwmﬁuaEhﬂsﬁmmajmﬁm%m 1.5 uag 2.0% USueu

n1sfulauinnIngualuAu (Table 3) 39a3uUlan nswasudas Saccharomyces cerevisiae laifinasie



& &

Usunanisiule viatlenadumsizlad Saccharomyces cerevisiae Lifinalnni1snseAunauaene1mis
PINLANNUIAUYDIER) FevinliliinaseUsuunisiule

a d . . 1w = [ 2 LY .
Nan1sLEsNBaR Saccharomyces cerevisiae fadnsNsiUasu mIsIIUUMLNAD (Feed conversion

ratio, FCR)
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Osita et al (2020) Wu319n31n15:U8 suemrsiiumindrvesnaui lasunisiasudad

Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tusgau 0.7, 1.2 waz 1.7 n/nn. Luuananeiu v 3 nguiidnsinisiaeu
gnsuningariniinguaiuau (Table 2) Wwdeniuiu Lawrence-Azusa et al. (2018) U187

nswasuomsiudmidndmveanguitlasunisieiudasn Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tuszau 1.5, 2.0, 2.5

a 1w
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Table 1. Effect of Saccharomyces cerevisiae on growth and carcass performances of broilers

Parameter Saccharomyces cerevisiae (%)
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 SME P-value
Initial body weight (g) 38.86 38.83 38.55 38.85 0.43 NS
Final body weight (g) 1517.34° 173290 1749.02° 1818.51° 15.72 **
Weight gain (g) 1478.48°  1694.27° 1710.47° 1779.66° 22.02 **
Feed Consumption (g) 2571.90  2537.14 2523.81 2519.05 21.34 NS
Feed conversion ratio 1.74 1.50 1.48 1.42 0.04 NS

*P<0.05; **P<0.01; NS, Non significant; Means with different superscript (a-d) in a row differ
significantly (P<0.05)

Source: Kumar et al. (2019)
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NANSLEINLEHRN Saccharomyces cerevisiae ADUINRUNAINNNYU (Body weight gain)

Kurnar et al. (2019) wudnhwinimiiaduvesnguitlasumsiasuganlusedu 0.5, 1.0 wag 1.5%

Ldupnsineiunasiinniniiiuduaniingualuay (Table 1) Wuldediu Osita et al. (2020) wuinuwin
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YWinAwresngulasunisesudanluseau 0.1, 1.2 uag 1.7 n/nn. ldunnseiulasdunminfmudug
ni1nguAIuAN (Table 2) 0813lsAinIu naN1INAERINT 2 adu Aina1IuTALEaRU Lawrence-Azusa et al.

(2018) Fanumnnauiilasunisiasudas Saccharomyces cerevisiae fiunnindafinduliwansinaiu
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Table 2. Growth performance in broiler finisher fed varying dietary levels of Saccharomyces

cerevisiae
Parameter Saccharomyces cerevisiae (g/kg)
0.0 0.7 1.2 1.7 Probability

Initial body weight (kg) 0.89 0.88 0.92 0.88 0.45
Final body weight (kg) 2.56° 3.0° 2.97° 3.05° 0.04
Total body weight gain (kg) 1.67° 2.14° 2.05° 2.17° 0.03
Average. daily feed intake (g) 167 164 159 167 0.23
Feed conversion ratio 2.84° 2.15° 2.17° 2.18° 0.03

®means on the same row with different superscript are significantly different (p < 0.05)

Source: Osita et al. (2020)

NanTsLEsNBER Saccharomyces cerevisiae siaﬁmﬁ'nqﬂﬁw (Final body weight)

Kumar et al. (2019) wutiiwiindranvhevesnguilld¥umsiaiuiad Saccharomyces cerevisiae
Tusedv 0.5, 1.0 uaz 1.5% lalusnssiuuasimidnanineganiinguauau (Table 1) Wudeafuifu Osita
et al. (2020) Wuiﬂﬁﬁwﬁﬂﬁaqmﬁ’m‘umﬂﬁjumﬁ%ﬂ’l’ilﬁ%mgaﬁ Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tusgau 0.1, 1.2
wag 1.7 n/nn. lm'Lmﬂsiwﬁuuazﬁfmﬁﬂq@ﬁwEngdﬂﬂajmmmm (Table 2) Farunmansia 2 aty deandos

fiu Lawrence-Azusa et al. (2018) wuin Wwindanvneveinguilasunisiasudan Saccharomyces
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cerevisiae Tusgdu 1.5, 2.0 2.5 wag 3.0% hiuandsiuwagiuntingavnegeniinguaiuau (Table 3) fatu
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NanSLEsUBER Saccharomyces cerevisiae fau3uas Hemoglobin

Osita et al. (2020) Wu31UTu184 Hemoglobin ¥84NNNaUN1TNAaBILUUANAIAAY (Table 5)

s

WuLf i uLawrence-Azusa et al. (2018) Wui1UTu Hemoglobin vaennnauiilasunisiasudan
Saccharomyces cerevisiae ldluansneiu (Table 6) a819l5An1L nan1snAasana 2 atu Taudatu Kumar
et al. (2019) FanudUsua Hemoglobin vaINgulasuNMSLERNEan Saccharomyces cerevisiae MsEHiu

1.0 uag 1.5 launnd1siuuazdivsunas Hemoglobin annnainguiilasunisiasudas Saccharomyces
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cerevisiae N15¢61U 0.5 (Table 4) Astudsaguladn nsiasudas Saccharomyces cerevisiae laidinasia



U311a Hemoglobin visilonailuwnsiz8as Saccharomyces cerevisiae hifldruusznouvassinman Jakl

AnaronIzUIUN13E31e Hemoglobin

Table 3. Effects of yeast Suppliementation on the Performance Characters of Broiler Chicken

Parameter Saccharomyces cerevisiae (%)

0 15 2.0 2.5 3.0 SEM=+
Initial wt (g/b) 115.37 112.43 112.43 108.40 107.70 1.25
Final wt (g/b) 1329.00° 2045.00° 2090.50° 2041.9° 2152.00° 98.95
TWG (g/b) 1233.70° 1932.50° 1981.30° 1933.50° 2044.80° 99.57
ADFI (¢/b/d) 61.50° 73.21° 70.90° 67.48°° 68.83° 1.47
FCR 2.85° 2.44° 2.00° 1.97° 1.94° 0.11

abe Means in the same row having different superscripts are significantly different(P<0.05). TWG:
total weight gain. DWG: Daily weight gain, ADFI: Average daily feed intake

Source: Lawrence-Azua et al. (2018)

Table 4. Effect of saccharomyces cerevisiae on hemato-biochemical profile of broilers

Parameter Saccharomyces cerevisiae (%)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 SEM P-value
Hemoglobin (g/dl) 9.86° 10.43° 10.91¢ 11.15¢ 0.43 *
Packed cell volume (%) 31.64 32.54 32.36 32.37 0.80 NS
Eosinophil (%) 0.58° 0.25° 0.25% 0.16° 0.24 *
Monocyte (%) 2.17 2.00 2.25 2.33 0.35 NS
Lymphocyte (%) 64.50° 66.00° 67.75¢ 68.83¢ 0.53 o

*P<0.05; **P<0.01; NS, non significant; Means with different superscript (a-d) in a row differ
significantly (P<0.05)

Source: Kumar et al. (2019)

NaNSLESUBER Saccharomyces cerevisiae fau3unas Packed cell volume

Kurnar et al. (2019) wu3Usunas Packed cell volume vawnnngun1snaaasliunnsineiu (Table
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4)ulAgIny Osita et al. (2020) Wui1USUM Packed cell volume Yoannnguftasunsiasudan
Saccharomyces cerevisiae laluananaiu ag1alsiny NansNARRIRa 2 atu Taudatuiy Lawrence-
Azusa et al. (2018) wua1USuu Packed cell volume maanduﬁiﬁ%’umim%u%ﬁ Saccharomyces
cerevisiage TuseAU 0, 1.5, kag 2.5% luwpnananuwaiiusunas Packed cell volume ﬁwniwaéuﬁlé’%’ums
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Saccharomyces cerevisiae liflnanau3uiad Packed cell volume uatiaSuluseauunnnai 2.5% agi
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TUSu1 Packed cell volume windu aflorasduimsnensyuiunisasie Packed cell volume &
ANuFNNUslunsuInAuUsuI Hemoglobin #u18AIN318@R Saccharomyces cerevisiae liidinana
NSEUIUNTAS19UTUIU Hemoglobin Feliifinanausuna Packed cell volume
NaNSLEsNEER Saccharomyces cerevisiae fiau3uas Eosinophil

Kumar et al  (2019) wuiUSuias  Eosinophil  wesngunisnaassitldiunisiadudad
Saccharomyces cerevisiae lusgau 0.5, 1.0 uag 1.5% luuananesiuuaziiusunu Eosinophil ﬁﬂﬂdﬂﬂfju
muAL (Table 4) WuiFEnAufy Lawrence-Azusa et al. (2018) FswuiUiunal Eosinophil YeenganIs
nnaenilisunsiasudas Saccharomyces cerevisiae lusedu 1.5 way 2.5% liuansnefu usfiuSune
Fosinophil qmdm&jmﬁiﬁ%’ummﬂ%u%ﬁ Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tusgsiu 3.0, 2.0 uay 0% MIUAIGU
(Table 6) pealsfina nansVnaesvete 2 atu Faudeiuiiu Osita et al. (2020) wudn Usunay Fosinophil

YownnauN1sVaaesliuandeiy (Table 5) Asiudaasuladn nswasudan Saccharomyces cerevisiae &
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waliU3unal Eosinophil sty sllonadumsigdad Saccharomyces cerevisiae fidwteves  B-
glucan (Ebbeskotte and Gruenwald, 2014) Nen3e6U receptor WagnseAu cytokine Felldiudreluns

579 eosinophil Jw019TNaRBATIALTUYBS Eosinophil

NaNSLESNEER Saccharomyces cerevisiae Aau3u1 Monocyte
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Kurnar et al. (2019) wu31USu1oe Monocyte ¥0INNNAUNITNAGBIN LASUNITaT U ad

Saccharomyces cerevisiae LlaNA9AY (Table 4) WWulReiu Osita et al. (2020) wuinUSunu Monocyte
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Y8INNNGUN1ITNARBILNLANA19AY (Table 5) ag19lsfin1u nan15MAaeeN 2 Aty Tandeiuiu
Lawrence-Azusa et al. (2018) Wu21U5 11 Monocyte %ama"umsmaaﬁlw”%uawLa‘?:uE'Tafﬁ

Saccharomyces cerevisia lusgau 1.5 wag 2.0% hiuans1aiu wagdusuna Monocyte ganiinguilasu
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n15sasudad Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tusgdu 0 ag 3.0% wiU3us Monocyte Yaanguiasudan
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Saccharomyces cerevisia luszAU 0.0 wag 3.0% Gléﬂﬂ’iﬂﬂﬁj:mw Asun1si@sudad Saccharomyces
cerevisiae 526U 2.5% ﬁﬂﬂfuﬁ\iaiqﬂlﬁﬁﬁ nswasudad Saccharomyces cerevisiae hifinanau3uneu
Monocyte hEIGEFHRRE] Saccharomyces cerevisiae 1u5393’u1’7immd1 2.5% 9199 AUSU Monocyte
anas wadoaduimnszdad Saccharomyces cerevisiae lalfinasiousunas Monocyte ns1zn1snaaosly
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Table 5. Haematological in broiler finisher birds fed varying dietary levels of Saccharomyces

cerevisiae
Parameters Saccharomyces cerevisiae (g/kg)
0.0 0.7 1.2 1.7 Probability

Hb (g/dV) 11.02 11.72 11.57 10.75 0.81
PCV (%) 33.17 35.17 34.83 32.33 0.82
Lymphocyte count (%) 21.17 24.50 25.00 24.17 0.93
Monocytes count (%) 3.00 2.67 3.17 2.17 0.21
Eosinophils count (%) 1.33 0.83 1.83 1.00 0.15

Hb (g/dl) = Hemoglobin (g/dl), PCV (%) = Packed cell volume (%)
Source: Osita et al. (2020)

NaNSLEsNBER Saccharomyces cerevisiae fiaU3uas Lymphocyte

a

Osita et al. (2020) Wu31 USuae Lymphocyte 03NN uN15nAaedfl basun1seasudas
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Saccharomyces cerevisiae lauana19nu (Table 5) lWuLA®INYU Lawrence-Azusa et al. (2018) W11
U3unas Lymphocyte vasnngunisnaaeslaiuansneiu (Table 6) ag19lsinu nan1smaaesuesia 2 adu

Tageiufu Kumar et al. (2019) Fanuimnngunsnaassiuiuia Lymphocyte wansinaiu laglasu
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n1swasudas Saccharomyces cerevisiae N15e6U 1.5% fUSanas Lymphocyte d491gn (Table 4) Asiud
asuladinisiasudasd Saccharomyces cerevisiae lifinanauiutas Lymphocyte 1fl9331ndan
Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tupnslaileliiinasiaduiu Lymphocyte LlaanngannszauniiAuiunwuy

innate WWundnuazliileldsuasemmsasudiueguan

Table 6. Effects of yeast Suppliementation on the Performance Characteris of Broiler Chicken

Parameters Saccharomyces cerevisiae (%)

0.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 SEM+
PCV (%) 23.00¢ 23.50¢ 25.00° 28.00° 36.00° 1.14
Hemoglobin (gb/l) 7.66 8.33 8.66 7.66 9.33 0.37
Lymph. (%) 41.75 44.25 43.00 40.75 46.50 1.12
Monocytes (%) 3.00¢ 5.00° 5.00° 4.00° 3.00¢ 0.21
Fosinophil (% 2.00¢ 6.00° 3.00° 6.00° 5.00° 0.37

2bMeans in the same row having different superscripts are significantly different(P<0.05)
PCV (%) = Packed cell volume (%)

Source: Lawrence-Azusa et al. (2018)



d3d

9

PNAITNUNIULLNENTAITITELALINUNSIETNE S Saccharomyces cerevisiae 31U 3 aUU 7
AfusEnIel 2018-2020 MaSudan Saccharomyces cerevisiae Tupmnshivilefisediu 0.5-3.0% agule

11 PIsLEINEaR Saccharomyces cerevisiae Nsz6U 0.5-1.5% Anavinlilaiin1sasgdivle uazsdnsudeu

¥
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amsudmindafvu daduisaguledn nsiasudast Saccharomyces cerevisiae siaus 0.5-3.0% TulY

PrglanssanmnisiaseyAulaveslnilonvu
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