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Effects of Sunflower Seed Meal Substitute for Soybean Meal

in Diets on Performances of Laying Hen
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Table 1. Effect of levels of sunflower meal on productive performances and egg parameters of

laying hens.

ltems Sunflower meal (%) SEM P-value Source
0 10 15 20 30

FI(¢/b/d)  129.70 128.54 - 128.81 130.09 284 0.99 1/
110.10  109.82 - 108.71 - 0.70 0.28 2/
109.66 108.52 107.30 - - 0.78 0.12 3/

FCR 3.20 2.95 - 289 295 0.06 0.20 1/
2.11 2.15 - 2.19 - 0.04 0.19 2/
2.12°  2.16®  221° - - 0.02 0.04 3/

EP (%) 60.49  63.49 - 63.48  64.98 0.93 0.14 1/
80.01  79.12 - 78.27 - 1.45 0.09 2/
84.14° 82.10° 80.75° - - 0.44 0.0001 3/

EW (g) 59.02  60.07 - 60.70  59.49 0.30 0.35 1/
65.18  64.54 - 63.29 - 0.71 0.19 2/
61.28% 61.12° 60.12° - - 0.23 0.002 3/

EM (¢/b/d) 4049 4353 - 44.25  44.26 0.66 0.06 1/
52.15  51.06 - 49.54 - 0.85 0.15 2/
51.56° 50.18%° 48.55° - 0.30 0.0001 3/

FI =Feed intake, EP = Egg production, EW = Egg weight, EM = Egg mass,
0.3 Means in a column differ significantly (P<0.05), SEM =Standard error of mean,
Source: 1/de Morais et al. (2016) 2/ Baghban et al. (2018) 3/ Baghban et al. (2019)

mamﬂ%mmmﬁmmumﬁwmLmumﬂfﬁmﬁaﬂuqmmmﬂﬁiﬂjGiaé’mm’lit,ﬂ?iaua’]miL“ﬂwfmﬁﬂ
#1 de Morais et al. (2016) :1e91uin ielinniudamunsu fisedu 20% annsawdsuomaduiuin
#alddnan Baghban et al. (2018) wuindeldninudaniungiu Asedu 20% Sasnnagueimaniu
dwiindadesniinguiildnnudamune uftsedu 10% wagnguauau uivsasamnaassilldfia
LANESAUN1EAR UANA9N Baghban et al. (2019) 31891uin msldnnudamungTufisedu 15% S0
nadsugmnadudmindadesniinguildninudamuns ufisedu 10% wagnguaiuau slunns
yeaesiiinnuuanssiulunisedn

nan1slinnudanung funaununindauvdeslugnsemsinlifissfuunnsirstuseainisndnly
de Morais et al. (2016) wuitmslninidaniuns Suisziu 30% fensuanligeiigaudlsidanuuandag
fulumaadia Baghban et al. (2018) wuinnguiidinislémnudanuny Suitssiu 20% fansmanlidos
fign ualifiauunnsrsiulunsadia Baghban et al. (2019) wuinmsldninwdamuny ulusedui 15%
famsuanlidesiian Wesutunguildnmnudaniungiuiisedu 10% waznguaunu Tnglunisveaaes

¥

aa 1 U aa
Tanuuens1eiulunsats



uamsinniudamunz unaununindamieslugasomslalifssfuuansstusetmdnld de
Morais et al. (2016) wuiinslinmnudamiunefufisedu 200 fhiwmiinligeiian wilifinnuunndiaiy
Tuynsadin Baghban et al. (2018) nuinguitinslénmniudanung fufisedu 20% fndnlasiian wild
feuuansnaiiuluneada Baghban et al. (2019) wuinnsldmmudamunsuluseiud 15% fdwinls
ditan Waifsuunguifldmnuiamuns uisesu 10% wasnguatuau nglunsvnaesidanuunnsig
Mulunadia

nansldnnwdaniunz Funaununindandeddugnsermsialifiszduunndstusiendald de
Morais et al. (2016) wuitmsldnnwdanungfuiisziu 30% fnaligaianudlifauuandeiuluma
afif Baghban et al. (2018) nuinnguiiinisldniniudaniune Tuisedu 209% Suwidnldeinfian weilad
auuanaafulunieadf Baghban et al. (2019) wuinsldninudamune ulusesuil 15% Junalis
fian Waeufunguiilénnudeniuns Tuilszdu 10% waznguenuau Taslumsvasesifimuuandaiy
Tunaadia

Tuns@nwives de Morais et al. (2016) Wnnwdavung funaununindamdesugnsemslalan
SEU 0%,10%, 20%, Uz 30% Wag Baghban et al. (2018) T nwdnvuny Funaununndimdeslugns
pwslilufisedu 0%, 10% way 20% nuin nMsldninudaniungiuiisedudieg Lilddmaldiinan
WANANSALYeY USinansAuldseTy, nswasld, tiviinly way wal agafltfudAneadn Fawaneig
9NHANIANIWeY Baghban et al. (2019) impaadldininiudamiuny funaununindamdeslugnsemsla
laifisedu 0%, 10%, uag 15% nud1 msldnnudamussuil 15% A Snsnsdsuomaduiming,
naudnld, dhainly uay wald sndildldlunguildsumnudanungiulugnse s 10% uaznga
AIUAY Bg1aliTd AN IeanA

wafiAntudanandieiu enanannislimnudamuns fulugasensldliddesitaainamen
malavuinis lunmnudanusgfuinsnoziluiisndureudie Tnsamgladudifogifios 0.7-0.9% 3
onadwmaludrdanmsduasesilusiuiisndusonisainaly maliviugnsemslasfiasanauaugaves
nsnozdlulvinssmudlalifeants (Ravindran et al, 2014) dadodlonadutadedvinlunsldnniudn
yunzTlusziugdaindmalviszavsnmmssanls ey aunmlvlianasilefisufunguauau

nan1signMnudaniueSunawuninaamaasiuamsiiludonaninly

911 Table 2 wanawan1sAnwinisldnnuaamunesiu 910 3 $189UMsI vhnsdnwnsldnin
waavuay Junaununindundestugasiile

¥ [ [y ) & M 1 = 1 .

Hanslininwdaniung Junaununinaandedugnsemsinlisiearuvunvesddenty de Morais
et al. (2016) $1891U3 nauPldsUNNWARMIUAZ TUNTZAU 20% AuruvesUAenldinay walifiay
wansineiulun1eadif Baghban et al. (2018) wuinnguitldninuaniunzJuszau 20% anuvuivesuden
lWanasainngualuAN Baghban et al. (2019) 1831131 Wisldninudaniups Tuiiseauiissdiu 10%-15%
AvedUionlianainnguaiuny waskanaaiulunieeda

nan1sldnInwanmusgTunaununndaumdssweuinidnliuas de Morais et al. (2016) 518971U

oA ve [ v LY o o ' c{' M i ' U aa

naulasunnuanmMungTuiisedu 20% dhvdnliunsadman udliinnuunnseiulun1eadd Baghban
et al. (2018) waldnnudaniunziuniszau 10% wudrdminliwasinian wilidanuuansisiulunig
adf Baghban et al. (2019) s1eauindlelinnudaiuneiuiiszau 10% dminliunssiiiian



Table 2. Effect of levels of sunflower meal on egg quality of laying hens.

ltems Sunflower meal (%) SEM P-value Source
0 10 15 20 30

Shell thickness (mm) 0.309 0.310 - 0.323 0.310 0.002 0.07 1/
0.31 0.29 - 0.28 - 0.01 0.74 2/
0.29° 0.28° 0.28° - - 0.003 0.007 3/

Yolk weight (g) 16.15 16.74 - 16.81 16.62 0.17 0.55 1/
15.42 13.35 - 14.95 - 0.42 0.23 2/
17.75 17.70 17.41 - - 0.16 0.30 3/

Haugh unit - - - - - - - 1/
81.35 81.11 - 80.98 - 1.18 0.45 2/
77.66 77.19 77.02 - - 1.03 0.91 3/

0.3 Means in a column differ significantly (P<0.05), SEM =Standard error of mean
Source: 1/de Morais et al. (2016), 2/Baghban et al. (2018), 3/ Baghban et al. (2019)
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