navasnIsanszaulusiulusmsiaUssanSn wMsaTeAulavadliile

Effects of Reduced Protein Levels in Diets on Growth Performance of Broiler Chicken
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Table 1 Effect of Reducing Protein Levels in Broiler Chicken Diets on Growth Performance

Cumulative P-value Ref
Crude protein reduction level 19% CP-1% CP-2% CP-3% CP-4%
Feed Intake (¢/b) 2430.00 2477.00 2472.00 2459.00 2528.00 0.480
Body Weight (¢/b) 2460.00 2470.00 2466.00 2451.00 2461.00 0.990
Body Weight gain (¢/b) 1479.00 1496.00 1494.00  1446.00 1478.00 0.720 Y
FCR 1.64° 1.65° 1.65° 1.69° 1.71° 0.010

Crude protein reduction level 19.8% CP-1% CP-2% CP-3%

Feed Intake (g/b/d) 10520 10540 10360  103.90 - 0.147

Body Weight (g/b) 2416.00 2431.00 2447.00 2448.00 - 0.595

Body Weight gain (g/b) 68.00 68.40 68.80 68.90 - 0.595 ol
FCR 1.55° 1.52% 1.51° 1.51° - 0.002

Crude protein reduction level 20.5% CP-1% CP-2% CP-3%

Feed Intake (g/b/d) 8315  88.69°  84.46®  7591° - 0.033

Body Weight (g/b) 1960.65° 1908.47° 1833.56° 1576.94° - 0.000

Body Weight gain (g/b) 60.56°  5870°  56.01°  48.86° - 0.000 ¥
FCR 1.37° 1.43° 1.52% 1.62° - 0.004

Remark: ®“Means with different superscripts across the same row are significantly (P<0.05) different

Ref=References 1/= Belloir et al. (2017), 2/= van Harn et al. (2019), 3/= Kareem et al. (2025)
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