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Effect of Wood Shaving and Rice Husk as a Bedding Materials on the Production Characteristics

and Welfare of Broiler
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Table 1 Effect of bedding materials on average daily feed intake (ADFI, ¢/b/d) of broiler (0-35 days).

Little type
References
Wood shaving Rice husk
216.56 225.25 Merentula et al. (2023)
117.43° 99.14° Abougaba and Taboosha. (2023)
90.11 91.60 Garces et al. (2017)

@b Means within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)
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Table 2 Effect of bedding materials on the average daily gain (ADG, g/b/d) of broiler. (0-35 days).

Little type
References
Wood shaving Rice husk
77.92 70.42 Merentula et al. (2023)
67.07° 55.28° Abougaba And Taboosha. (2023)
50.74 49.20 Garces et al. (2017)

2> Means within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)
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Table 3 Effect of bedding materials on the feed conversion ratio (FCR) of broiler. (0-35 days).

Little type
References
Wood shaving Rice husk
2.96° 3.20° Merentula et al. (2023)
1.75 1.79 Abougaba and Taboosha. (2023)
1.78 1.86 Garces et al. (2017)

b Means within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)
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Table 4 Effect of bedding materials on the footpad dermatitis score of broiler. (0-35 days).

Little type
FPD Score (%)
Wood shavings Rice husk
FPD 0 = None 76.8 78.0
FPD 1 = Mild 222 22.0
FPD 2 = Severe 0 0

Source: Garces et al. (2017)
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Table 5 Effect of bedding materials on the footpad dermatitis score of broiler. (0-42 days).

FPD Score (%)

Little type

Wood shavings Rice husk
FPD O 79.33 82.85
FPD 1 11.20 11.44
FPD 2 9.47° 5.72°
FPD 3 0 0

b Means within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)

Source: Abougaba and Taboosha. (2023)
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Table 6 Effect of bedding materials on the footpad dermatitis score of broiler. (0-35 days).

Little type
FPD Score (%)

Wood shavings Rice husk
FPD 0 = normal 88.40° 81.50°
FPD 1 = a little 8.20° 12.30°
FPD 2 = moderate 3.40° 6.20°
FPD 3 = Severe 0 0

b Means within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)

Source: Hussain et al. (2023)
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