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Table 1 Composition of experimental diels

Tngredient, (%) Diet. 1 Diet 7 Diet, 3 Diet 4 Diet 5
Broken rice geL T iy 3 G61.84 58,39 55.0%
Eize bran - 1.41 8.08 T.O8 10.00
Rowgh rice bran 5.18 5.AS Z2.86 2.856 2.74
Soybean meal B.87 11.00 12,130 14.00 15.958
Fish meal 11,040 9.5 .00 #. 50 5,00
Tallow 2.4t a.37 e S 3.83 4,63
Limestone 5.29 5.49 5.70 5,90 5. 10
Common salt .30 0,20 .30 10.30 0,30
Premix 0.5 G. 25 0. 5 0.25 0.25
Price, Babi/kg 5.43 5,45 5.39 540 5.4z
1

s ! L. : “FA
All diets contained 15,854 P, 2,890 Keal ME/kg, 2.65% Ca, 0.455% P.

2/ : LT iy 4 . .
Supplied per kg of dict: V.a. §,000 IUs v.b,, [,600 3 V.F, 1.4 mg;

3 omg

e

V.K.ﬁ, 1.2 mgs VoB ., U.4 mgs VB, 4 mgs V.B V.B, .,0.015 mgs

a”
Ca pantolhenate 7 mg: niacin 40 wg;s folic acid 0.4 mgs bioctin 0.04

mg; Co 1 ms 3 Cu 8 mes T 1 wos Mn 25 mgs Se D01 mgs Zn 80 mgs Fe 50

mg: ~bhoxvauin 4 me.
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Table 2 Effects of fish neal level on fead intake and feed conversion

Age (Week) Diet 1 Diet 2 Diet 2 Diet 4 Diet 5 SEM

fo/day

28 - 32 i 154 180 156 1649 4.0
32 - 38 157 157 148 150 153 5.0
Average 137 143 143 1a4 143 3.5
Tolal (kg) P7.3 wia5 T8l i8.0 18.3 0.3

Feed conversion (kg feed intake/ks egg)
18 - 20 L5, 66 14,60 12,70 16.20 18.83 1.8

20 - 24 -5 T.A8 £.43 G484 T.14 G.2

Mean which are pobl sharing  surerscript,. letber are gignificantly

different ¥ > 0,150
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Table 4 Efiects of Tisih meal level on body weight and mortality

1ten Llat 1 Diet ¥ Diet 3 Diet 4  Dietb 5 SEM

Body weight ha:

»

18 weeks of apo 1.32 1. 32 .34 1.33 1.33 0,03

38 weeks of age FLuT 1.39 1.39 1.37 1.37 0.04

weicght, wain 0, 1353 .07 0.05 .04 0.04 0,04

Hortality (Bird/ loto - Z 2 i Z

Each treabment has &8 hirds

a : i . t G4 <M o
pRgA-TE duRaaNE T i Ceen i s s slattie 11, 0%

<f 1 Ll 5 ¢ 5 i s y_
Hhwmuata el diise  gacas WRe e i ua sk 6.5, 9.5, 8.0
‘
vdal ' G ™ Y 3 P - oy
Waw  5.0%  SELMUATAWIITRE AAE 94,1, 97.46 , 38.53 , 99.04  uam

99.27 UM sraee e et WSuawiosdaie 6.5% ﬁ%ugué%aﬁﬁﬂiﬁaﬁwwﬁﬂiﬁ 1

o a6 oM o T - ’ _ Y

flanFudnga i len @i wnsdanh 11,0 L 9.5, 5.0 udx  8.0% il

ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁiéaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂii t flanSe 33.5, 33.7 , 37.0 , 37.0 uay 37.8 um
<o

Y as PO o w8 i
BITNRNEY @9 Ee ) dumiiiaied ! LHEE N B

Taple 5 Feed cosf for oge production from 18 to 368 weeks of age

Haht/bird/ls wecks 84,10 98,583 99.04 a7, 48 Q827
Baht./kg eog 32,7 27,0 37.8 3.0 37.0
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