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Table 1 Effect of different bedding materials of duck

parameters  Wood Sand  chopped Wheat Plastic No slatted P value Reference
shavings rice straw  slatted bedding floor
straw
Feed intake 294561 28668  2831.95  3081.59 - - - 0.06 1
(9 + +
+ +
2-10 week 321.04 321.04
321.04 321.04
Feed intake 968.75 955.5 - - 964.84 861.72 - 0.05 2
(¢/bird/week)
+ + + *
2-10 week

78.12 71.12 73.86 68.05

Total feed consumption, g per duckling

Second 1167 - - - - - 1167 - 3
week
Fourth 2924 - - - - - 2807+ 0.220 3
week + 51
69
Sixth 6160 - - - - - 6039 0.369 3
week

+

83

H+

92

2> Mean+SEM different superscript in the same row are significant difference (p<0.05)



Reference 1. = (Hefnawy et al., 2025). 2 = (Mohammedet al., 2019) 3. = (Eratalar, 2021)

Table 2. Effect of using different litter Feed conversion ratio ( FCR ) of ducks

parameters Wood Sand chopped Wheat Plastic No slatted P value Reference
shavings rice straw straw slatted  bedding floor
Feed
conversion
ratio (FCR)
2-10 week 1.06 1.06 0.97 1.06 - - - 0.5 1
+ + + +
0.57 0.57 0.57 0.57
2.84 2.93 - - 2.73 2.94 - 0.05 2
2-10 week
+ + + +
0.82 0.69 0.83 1.63
Second 1.519 - - - - - 1.596 0.291 3
week + +

0.032 0.058
Fourth 1.847 - - - - - 1.813 0.739 3
week + +
0.037 0.093
Sixth 1.859 - - - - - 1.751 0.011 3
week + +
0.020° 0.022°

2 Mean+SEM different superscript in the same row are significant difference (p<0.05)
Reference 1. = (Hefnawy et al., 2025) 2. = (Mohammedet al., 2019) 3. = (Eratalar, 2021)
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