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Table 1. Feed composition of broilers dietsin starter and finisher phases
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Table 2. Effects of different experimental treatments on performance of broilers from 1 to 42 days ()

S Y Sin ) To S YA SN S Y Sin Y stalojl (sloog S
(75) St 39 el

Y\ VOAY/F\° \-SAIV? 554 /250 YOV/AN WEIVD aali
YYOQ/VY VA AIVE® BR\7%% VY#/va? YVV/AA VES/AA doyd o[ ¥ Ay S e Sdgm
YE-AR Vsl \-VO/AR° 55/ ¥° YEY/YO WY¥/-5 203 ) Ju;
Yyvay WYY /FT® VY2 Vv YS¥/ ¥ VOY/VY dop ) &5
Y¥a/0 WAD/VN? YAV SAV/ADP YEAIYD \Yo/A¥ 2oV B + 2o ) e
AR of-y ofees DRRLY -y AR P-value
\WE/YO 030 Yo/t \YVY NAY FiYY SEM
(p5) i S1yg5 e

2l s

TYAYIY Yoo WYA/a aya/sa 2 B anli
YASVIA Y¥Ya V5 /¥ INAYAS FYARN \Ya/s doy> [+ Ay S e Sdgm 51
YO YoAD/D \SVAD /-5 FESIA AYV/D 203 ) S
YEYAY Yoo DALY a-1/0 FYY/AN WA Lo ) &5
YEVV/A YERY Nias MYIY FoA/¥A \-#IY 2oV B + 203 ) us
-IvY <[5 -/0) RAss A of--¥ P-value
\E- /oY AYY/VY \VY¥/55 OY/AY \V/0N FIVY SEM’
V/aa \Vard Va3 V/¥E AN A7 aals
A7RIN VY VYN V¥ Vo <IAY EPSTIRYR g% JRE SEONE SN |
\IYS V/o¥ /¥ V8 (AR /A 203 ) Ju;
V/AY VY \Y \IYY VA AR Lo\ &5
V/AD VYD /YA VYD A -Iv§ 2oV S5+ 2o ) s
-Iva -I¥Y AN o[-y AN -/¥o P-value
AN A A -[-A ¥ ooy SEM”

:59ks 5,5kl Bl ool :SEM

(P</40) Canl bjlog 5oy JI gire BB] 0aimd LS (gt yo )3 dliiie pl (Y g >


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/rap.9.20.36
https://rap.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-789-fa.html

[ Downloaded from rap.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-11-14 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/r3p.9.20.36 ]

AR

WAY il ¥+ o)l fpad Jlos ol iy clactingsy

WS (g pyw JoyulS p e 18U (895 sladr g
5 Jormie Wl SlSy b cleay Joos cul
P8 2gde 2 gy g zeos gl JsSd
(YY) 2pdie 9> e JoidS SRl el colys
Sy 450 & Jses 5 JgS1p)l8 Wil Jgib LSS
e 0dd lawdly JopulS o lals cge )l
S 0135 b ulgSY Su 5 5 4y el JyS1y)l8
sladed ol 5 S slaygSh dgme ) ok B
P OP pre SpmedS ey Bl cle (1Y) W) p
Lo Vg s pg dopd Vgl edalejl slaog S
2039y 2yl Cumer ials e 4 Vel WS 39
oo sl 4355 (29)> (LS cul ) edlitul i
slrel jlogin) JoylsS cp ool 4 g aBl il
cbale 0gMe & sl i Z)B 8 5 6508 (ol
et 1y Joe JS5 035y 3 glybo sl YL
9 039y Jl o ol (Ll coge a3 g 0dges

YY) ol ol 53 b pendS (o 5 clale )38l

PP sbaxil i
2 lerdan glysSl p (dilojl saog)S il @b
ol Job s 4 g b cwl sl )15 Y Jun
Vol cdolosl 09,5 paid wu)\m 3 AD asule
Ol 0B 2 bine ilol 8L s 2y Lo
(P<-1-0) il s 25 adogn b il
135 iloj ool b 3 odlitel 3y50 sloj] (sloog,S
(p>1-0) wdlipo plasdgn Slao 2 sz o)lel S
0938l 3,5 pasde 55 (W) oylSen g )] il 55
55 lhdrgr oy & a0 Sy et JetS) s
09)5 b dunlle )3 (y5 o JoyuudS Jlogine ialS g
e plis R gladdlhas s b wals il
JoSo oy o8 s 42 S L Lol 02 &5 S0
L O e
O P JoyidS i 6)laigine sobodr Jg ais osnlia
oaalio 55 (7+) s adlae )3 (V) ol Lials o]
oy & oy K Glie 45 ojlac 3538l &5 A

. S ¥V 9T b slatege sb ol pilofl slaoy S b Y Jo
Table 3. Effect of dietary treatments on blood parameters of broilers at 21 and 42 days
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Table 4. Effect of dietary treatments on average internal organ weights (o/Kg live weight) at 21 and 42 days
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Abstract

This experiment was conducted to investigate the effect of ginger and nettle powders and
their mixture in comparison with antibiotic %rowth promoter in a completely randomized design
with 5 treatments, 4 replicates and 8 chicks per replicate in commercia broilers. The
experimental treatments were:1) control (with no additive); 2) basal diet with 0.04% tetracycline
antibiotic growth promoter (50% mixed in feed); 3, 4 and 5): basal diet with 1% ginger powder,
1% nettle powder and 1% of mixed ginger powder and nettle powder, respectively. The results
showed that the highest weekly weight gain in the period of 21-35 days was related to the
treatment group of 0.04% antibiotic growth promoter followed by the treatment group
containing 1% nettle powder, which was statistically significant when compared with other
dietary treatments (P< 0.05). In conjunction with the increased feed consumﬁtion in the period
of 1-7 days of afge, treatment groups with 1% ginger powder showed the highest value with
statistically significant difference among other experimental groups (P< 0.05). In the sixth week
of trial, trestment containing 1% ginger powder resulted in significant reduction in blood
cholesterol levels compared to other experimental groups (P< 0.05). With regard to carcass
characteristics, feed conversion ratio and other blood parameters no significant changes was
noticed among all treatments in different week intervals (P>O'052,' According to the archived
results, ginger powder and nettle powder and their mixture can be considered as a relatively
suitable alternative to antibiotic growth promoters for improvement of broiler performance.
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