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EFFECT OF ADDING PROBIOTIC (Bio SB-Gold) TO THE
DIETARY ON SOME PRODUCTIVE PERFORMANCE AND

CARCASS CUT OF BROILER CHICKENS
Ammar S. Abdulwahid

ABSTRACT

This study conducted in the poultry fields of animal production, deparntment Agriculture
College, University of Tikrit from 15/2/2014 to 22/3/2014. The aim of the study was to
investigate the effect of adding probiotic to dietary in some productive performance and
carcass cut up of broilers.225 broiler chicks(Ross308) btrain were used in the experiment,
reared together from the first day to 2 weeks then divided in to three groups (treatments),
group include(75bird), three replicates per treatment. The first treatment (T;) considered
control treatment (without any supplementation). The second treatment (T,) use 1
gram(probiotic/Kg) of feed. The third treatment (T3) use 2 gram (probiotic/Kg) of feed. The
data of birds weights and feed consumption were recorded weekly and the study continuo up
to 5™ week of The bird age. The study showed Significant increase (P<0.05) in second and
third treatments in compared with control treatments in live body weight at 4 and 5 weeks of
age and the total weight gain during the period (3-5 weeks), as well as Significant improve
(P<0.05) in feed efficiency at 3" weeks of age and during the period (3-5weeks of age). Also
don’t showed any Significant differ among treatments trait feed consumption and cut up parts
of carcass.
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Table 1: percentage and calculated chemical composition of the experimental diets.
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Table 2: Effect of probiotic on weekly live body weight of broiler chicks from 3to 5
weeks of age (mean + standard error).
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Table 4: Effect of probiotic on weekly feed consumption of broiler chicks from 3 to 5
weeks of age (mean + standard error).
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Table 5: Effect of probiotic on weekly feed efficiency of broiler chicks from 3 to 5 weeks
of age (mean xstandard error).
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Table 6: Effect of probiotic on dressing percentage and carcass cuts up of broiler chicks
(mean * standard error).
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