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Lelis et al. (2012) vn1sta5uen Il Ivhaaluo1mis Innsgns Taell 5 nqunisnaass Ao
I a 1 § o
Positive control (PC) Lﬂumﬂﬁ)mmmmmmﬁ’mmiﬂﬂ@,Negative control 1 (NC 1) ﬁaﬂqu‘ﬁ"lﬁ’iu
~ [ Y A Vo A Yo a .

p1msnaaszau Inyuz IimeuminunldasumsiaTuen ol lWaea 250 FTU/kg, Negative control 2 (NC

]
1 =

VoA Yo { o P} Yo a
2) AenguitlasuemshaaszauTayusIfifoumidui 1T unsiaTueu lailwaa 500 FTU/Ke,

=

Negative control 1 +250 FTU/kg (NC1+250) fionguit 185 uemsnansedu Tnsuz Ififoumiui 185y
msraswen el lWina 250 FTU/kg +250 FTU/kg, Negative control 2 +500 FTU/kg (NC2+500) A aﬂ@juﬁ
185uemrsiaaszau Tnsus Ifsumisui 185unsias wou laalliaa 500 FTU/Kg +500 FTU/Kg
wuhmsiaSuen lslrhaaluenig (NC1+250 wag NC2+500) %117 AT mamsiu I ngui

[] ~ P Yo ° 1 9 1 13 ] [ (= 9
liaSueu lain a5 uemsdiniianudeanisvesln (NCI uaz NC2) uan lduanaieainnguinld
a é 9 1Y g’; é a ~ [
91M13gA31nA (PC) H3er9ANT0INVHANITNAABIVDING Broch et al. (2018) Fuasuoulai vnaisyay
~ a o
1000, 2000 1A% 3000 FYT/kg 11 ¢ Lalpanmawia et al. (2014) Nta3utou by Ivliaa 21n5a (Labuag
. { @ [ { % < J = J
Commercial grade) 5281 500 FTU/kg #3015199 1 Gauaaalfiiunmsasveon laf Iviaaluemsa
~ ¢ A " Yo v o ] 9 g 2 g ] o) A
vwefidseTexiile In1d5ue1ms luseaudniinnudesnts netionndumsizineu losd Il ey

anuansalumsdeslavesnoanesauazarsornsaie
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Lelis et al. (2012) wunmstasuou ld lvmalue1ws (NC1+250 waz NC2+500) 1w 1nding
A da! %’ v W 1 oA [l a P Yo 'o 1 9 [
mnduveniminaawnnngui luas weu lmin 1d5uemisdindinnudesnisvesln (NC1 uag

NC2) uan inandrsoinnguitliemsgasiUnd (PO) Tuaaeh Broch et al. (2018) Fuasuen s lvlina

=1

#5611 1000, 2000 LA 3000 FYT/kg wumsazueulxilugiseiy 1-21 Yu Aszdu (NC+3000) ¥ 1%
3



[ A 3 ﬂo’ v o 1 v 1 1 [ 1
Intimsmvaiuvesiminamnnngu (PC, NC, NC+1000 Loz NC+2000) ta 11%2901g 21-42 T4 WU
a 4 d' @ o 9 1 A é’ % [ %
Asas e lal llmang ey (NC+1000,NC+2000 t1agNC+3000) ¥ 19 100 m Sy 1 uea1i11ing
[ [ (X ] ] VoA Y a A . 1
1INNINGU NC uan luanaannguiliemsgasnd (PC) Tuumz i Lalpanmawia et al. (2014) WU
v 9
maaiueu el Inansan1amsm (Commercial grade) u%2901g 0-3 wk 1oz 0-5 wk i limsindu
go} [y @ 1 l 1 1< ] 1 1 { a
yoermina1ve9 lnunnangu (NC uaz Lab phytase) uan liuanawninnguiliemsgasing pc
v v v Y
Tuvaefr1991g 4-5 wk womaas won laad Ivlmans 2 1nsa (Lab a2 Commercial) ¥i11¥n 151y
%7/ v o 1 1 1 13 ] 1 1 { a [ { %
youimindved Inuinningu NC uan hivanasainnguiliermsgasidnd PC aams1ah 2 Fauaag
I~ 1 a 1 < A 1 I 1Y :7 1
Tsunmaasuou i iaaluomis 1addsz Texinie 1n 1asuems luszaudinanudeans
g’/ g I 1 [ 4 1 [ o
natlorniumsizdnen lmi lmaiinnuainisalunisdes phytate iiintantaosvoanesarin 1y
4 [} [ a o 1 o
ansoldlsz TemiannwearoSe uaamoy dand uaznsaozii Tu 17 lnawnsathese1ns 114

vy X = g v A 2 W W ! A
TJ'§$IEJG]5‘1!{]1@!,W3JGUH iN!,“]J‘LlWacl,?‘fﬂ'l'i!,‘WIIGUHGU'ENH'IW‘L!ﬂ@]')ell'f)\illﬂll'lﬂellu

19N 1 wavesou Tl lvlwaluomisderSuamsnuld (m5y) veelanszna

Level of dietary phytase FTU/kg

age (day)
PC NC 1 NC 2 NC14250 NC2+500 SEM Ref.
1-21 1208.7°  1159.7° 1158.9° 1198.2° 1228.6" - 1
21-40 4586.6" 44215 4323.9° 4466.4" 4519.6" -
Level of dietary of phytase FYT/kg
PC NC NC+1000 NC+2000 NC+3000
1-21 1230° 1176° 1231° 1240° 1260° 15.56 2
21-42 4416° 4220 4405° 4431° 4394° 51.81
Level of dietary phytase FTU/kg
PC NC Lab phytase =~ Com phytase
0-3 wk 1105% 1037° 1106" 1165" 12.86 3
4-5 wk 1703° 1520 1470 1699 27.24
0-5 wk 2808° 2557 2576 2863° 32.96

[ [ IS

ANRAINUAIDNBIMNUANNU T UABINULANANNUOINITITAYNIIEDA (P<0.05)

HU8IY 1= Lelis et al. (2012), 2= Broch et al. (2018), 3= Lalpanmawia et al. (2014)
PC: positive control; NC: negative control; NC1: negative control (qmﬁamzﬁﬂﬂﬁnuﬂﬁlﬁﬂuwhﬁ"uﬁ”lﬁ’%u N3
a o . A o Y a Vo Ay Yo a
sueu Taal IWaa 250 FTU/Kg);NC2: negative control (gasnaaszan Insug liiioumini 1dsumsiasy
o la i Ivliaa 500 FTU/kg); Lab phytase: negative control + laboratory phytase @500 FTU/kg; Com phytase:

negative control + commercial phytase enzyme @500 FTU/kg.
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Level of dietary phytase FTU/kg

age (day)
PC NC 1 NC 2 NC1+250 NC2+500 SEM Ref.
1-21 834.5°  767.0° 751.7° 816.3° 833.8" - 1
21-40 2625.1'  2493.2° 2413.6° 2562.0° 2607.9° -
Level of dietary of phytase FYT/kg
PC NC NC+1000 NC+2000 NC+3000
1-21 855" 796° 854° 879° 894° 14.38 2
21-42 2569" 2415° 2596° 2642° 2602 41.30
Level of dietary phytase FTU/kg
PC NC Lab phytase Com phytase
0-3 wk 807" 722° 757" 822° 931 3
4-5 wk 916" 730° 841° 923" 19.30
0-5 wk 1723 1452° 1598 1744° 26.65
AunaesiifsnysmruseT LRt uand et uad i AQYNNADA (P<0.05)

W81 1= Lelis et al. (2012), 2= Broch et al. (2018), 3= Lalpanmawia et al. (2014)

]
@ A

PC: positive control; NC: negative control; NC1: negative control (qm‘ﬁamxﬁuiﬂ yuz lReumdunlasums

=t

3o laad 1vlin e 250 FTU/kg):NC2: negative control (gaiHanszanInsus Iifioumidui ld¥unsiadu
ou Tl Ilaer 500 FTU/kg); Lab phytase: negative control + laboratory phytase @500 FTU/kg; Com phytase: negative

control + commercial phytase enzyme @500 FTU/kg.

dsvansmmmsulaenenmsihaiming

Lelis et al. 2012) wuanisiasuou lani Tmalueinis (NC1+250 wag NC2+500) ¥ 197 1l
Uszaniammanldeuennsduhmingunaniings N2 uad liuandannduilienisgasnd
(PC) uazngu(NCD) Tuaaery 1-21 31 ualuzaeery 21-40 Su mareS uen lanl lviaaluemnsfiszay
500 FTUg 1117 InTsz@ngammansdouennaihminindamnnniingy Ne2 uai liuanden
Ny PCNCI 11agNC1+250 Tuvaisiinan1snanedues Broch et al. (2018) Fara3uon s lrhaeiiszay
1000,2000 1423000 FY T/kg wunmsias uon lasal linalugaeerg 1-21 Yu lifinnunandredulunn
gy ualugaeeny 21-42 Su maaFuwen lxaifissdu (NC+1000 naz NC+3000) $l#dszdnTamnns
wasuemnsiiuhmiindaminningu (NC nag NC+2000) uaf Liuandennnguitlifennsgasing
PC 1ay Lalpanmawia ct al. (2014) T3 ueu laalluliaa 2 1056 (Lab 18¢ Commercial grade)#1 52 @11 500

FTU/kg wunmaadueu land aalusaserg 0-3 wk lifinuuandredulunnagy ua lugieery 4-5
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wk 1ag 0-5 wk ﬂ']'ilﬁ'illl't’)uhl‘ﬂfllﬂﬂ 2 1n3a (Lab 1ae Commercial) ‘Vnhlﬁ}‘ﬂﬁgﬁﬂ‘ﬁﬂ']Wﬂ'ﬁL‘]Jaﬂu@"IW"liLﬂu

go’ v W 1 1 [ 13 ] v 1 H a [ 1
mindaves launniingu NC uan liuanaeninnguildomsgasing PC damsan 3

4 1 a A { < 3 v W '
ﬂ1§1\1ﬁ 3 Nﬁ"ll?NL@uqcﬁﬂﬂlwtﬁﬁiu@”IWTﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁgﬁ"ﬂ‘ﬁﬂ1Wﬂ15l‘ﬂ§8uﬂ1‘ﬂ1ﬁlﬂuuTViuﬂ@]’J"U’ENllﬂﬂigﬂﬂ

Level of dietary phytase FTU/kg

age (day)
PC NC 1 NC2 NC1+250 NC2+500 SEM Ref.
1-21 1.499°  1.513% 1.542° 1.468" 1.474% - 1
21-40 1747 1.774" 1.793" 1.743% 1.733* -
Level of dietary of phytase FYT/kg
PC NC NC+1000 NC+2000 NC+3000
1-21 1.439 1.447 1.442 1.411 1.41 0.020 2
21-42 1.690° 1757 1.662° 1.630" 1.651° 0.020
Level of dietary phytase FTU/kg
PC NC Lab phytase Com phytase
0-3 wk 137 1.44 1.46 1.42 0.014 3
4-5 wk 1.86° 2.03" 1.75° 1.84° 0.028
0-5 wk 1.63° 1.75° 1.61° 1.64° 0.015

v [ A o

AnnasNNaBnyIMAUANN U L RsIRUINA N U NI TIdATYNNEDA (P<0.05)

HU8He 1= Lelis et al. (2012), 2= Broch et al. (2018), 3= Lalpanmawia et al. (2014)

]
@ A

PC: positive control; NC: negative control; NC1: negative control (qm‘ﬁamxﬁuiﬂ yuz lReumdunlasums
a o . d‘ @ Y A 1 @ d' Yo a
e uoulaal Tvlia e 250 FTU/Kg):NC2: negative control (gasNaaszaularug Idifieumidun ldsunisiaiy
ou Tl Ilaer 500 FTU/kg); Lab phytase: negative control + laboratory phytase @500 FTU/kg; Com phytase: negative

control + commercial phytase enzyme @500 FTU/kg.
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Broch etal. (2018) wuni3unandilunszgnuedlanguinas uouladlvlma 1000, 2000 uag
H Y X H
3000 FYT/kg lifinauuanainnguaiugu (a15199 4 nuiie lneig 21 Tu nag 42 Tuluvmeh
. 1 a Y . 1A o J
Lalpanmawia (2014) wmmﬁmiumu"lmf"lﬂmefmmmﬂmsm (Commercial grade) °lu”lﬂ°nmq 5 e

Td5uandlunszgnuinniingu Negative control NgAT01M1500 TnFUL 0111509 (415199 8) 1Az

'
1 IS

aFueu el lvinaluevns Innsznefignseny 42 Yu s lvnquiias weu lani lwiad (1000, 2000 taz

q

9 1

1 u 1 g -7 1 . 1 1
3000 FYT/kg) UAPBTANUHU MUY (Seedor Index) HAZUIHUNUN UINNIINQU Negative control Lm”luﬁ
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AWLANAIIINNGY Positive control (15191 4) Fanaaliiiuineu sl laalinuansalums
] o o o ! o a o 3
608 phytate 71 1% 5zavv0 o anesan 19use TomilaTumaduesge ildgaduaisomis laauu

Y
dawaldid TunszgnuazanumuuiuvesnszgnuInay

M319N 4 gunmueInszgnuieved lnnsznaiiony 21 uaz 42 u ediueu Tl llnauazoanesalu

a A Jd
gUa30UUNTd (Broch et al., 2018)

Levels of dietary phytase FYT/kg P P
Bone quality SEM
PC NC NC+1000 NC+2000 NC+3000 (Dunnett) (Regression)

21 days old

Seedor Index 70.45 67.22 70.55 69.88 66.4 1.82 0.209 0.121

Breaking Strength (Kgf/mm)  15.51 15.02 15.33 15.93 15.52 0.68 0.966 0.940

Dry matter (g/kg) 435.04  444.64 428.31 424.33 428.5 8.35 0.458 0.416

Bone ash (g/kg) 480.06  476.31 469.25 474.41 478.5 5.93 0.745 0.684
42 day old

Seedor Index 142.44"  133.80°  145.16" 149.24° 134.71° 3.76 0.007 0.008

Breaking Strength (Kgf/mm)  28.46 239 28.3 26.7 27.84 1.63 0.253 0.071

Dry matter (g/kg) 466.63"  426.57°  470.75" 456.19° 452.48° 11.04 0.020 0.040

Bone ash (g/kg) 405.64  384.43 436.19 410.73 416.37 13.47 0.081 0.058

A o

Aundeinasnysmsumaiuluunifetuunnaiuesaiiiediameadn (p<0.05)

PC: positive control; NC: negative control

Seedor Index: The bone density was calculated by dividing the bone weight (mg) by its length (mm), thus
obtaining the Seedor Index (SI) (Seedor et al., 1991)

a A !

I o 1A [} L 1 I A [} 2 @
Seedor Index ﬁ’f’) Lﬂumm%mm‘ﬁumummﬂix@,ﬂ fJ\'iﬁJﬂ1ﬁ\'1m1hl1’iiﬂi$@,ﬂﬂi]ZfJ\'i‘l’iuHLuuﬁﬂﬂ%u ﬂﬂﬂj

U

1133118 (Seedor, 1993.)
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Breaking Strength ﬁf) mﬂ’nmuﬂmuﬂﬁﬁumiLmﬂﬁﬂ L‘]Jum% ANITIAAFNAITOINIG

PBnamssialunszgnuaziaen
[ { 1 1% ~ 4 o 1 =Y
Broch etal. (2018) Tug19di Ine1g 21 70 msaFueu o Ivhaaluermissir ld Infidsuw
= 1 1 td' 1 a 1 1 % 1 z:‘ a 1
unadonlunszanuinniingy NC i lieFuenland lvae ualuggery 42 Ju nnguiiaduen lad s
= 1 1 t:' tﬂ‘ % 1 = 1 [
Hanuuanaannguatugy (35199 5) luvaznSunarearealunszgonun lulinnuuandianu
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mcluﬁmqmq 21 1ag 42 U



Ynawaadonluwdeanuinlugieerg 21 W uaadouludonanaslunguineduoulasi v
maluszauge (NC+2000 wag NC+3000) iorfieunungu lita5u (PC naz NC) ua ldwaluiianiias anu

v
1 =

dhafindalugeery 42 Tu vazilsmaleaesalwasalusseny 21 u nquitas weu land Ivlnalu

Q

! &

5EAUGY (NC+2000 ag NC+3000) 1dnau1nniingu NC uaey 42 3u nguindiweu lsinanua Trika
] ] o 1q 9 T A A 1Y) 1 g// dy I a
liuanaretund Inamnniuiiefeusungy NC natldlumsimaaiueu I naluemvisaiuise
Y 1 Y
898 Phytate 1101113 181U (M13190 6) InTegadunnaFounazoaresaldavn sildtlsuw
F
upaseutazWoavlesalunszqnuazi@oauIniu 1aZNTNAAEIY0Y Lalpanmawia et al. (2014) WUIINT
e lad liaansan1amsm (Commercial grade) 1e1¥13 Innsgnan1dS malearleSannu
1 % 1 1 1 $ < 1 a
lilinnniuezmstusesntiesniingy NC (3199 9) uaasliifiudimaadueu el Ilnaluems
F

Tnnsenahlinmsgesaaeveanasaonars lwnlduazvilims 19 se Tond Idvearloanasanau
¥ Ca' Metabolism Qﬂﬂ’J‘Uﬂiﬂﬂﬁl hormone 2 %H@ A Parathyroid hormone (PTH) (48 Calcitonin

~ ' o ~ A I s A M ' ¢ o Y A A o

Unadoszaunaadoyluaon PTH Y uees Iuuiignuainindounist Insess v lunismuszay

Yy 9 a A A s . . M ' J o Y A
aNuTuTuvedaartenlaoa TuvazNans 1uu Calcitonin HAII1NABY INIDEA KU INAAAIY

Yy 9 = A
mmummmawaﬂmaaﬂ

m15191 5 UTnamssg lunszgauazideaveslansznauload e sl linauazWoaesalugal

A50HUNIS (Broch et al., 2018)

Mineral content in bones and Levels of dietary phytase FYT/kg P P
blood PC NC  NC+1000 NC+2000 NC+3000 SEM (Dunnett) (Regression)
21 days old
Ca Bone (g/kg) 2149" 2106 211.0° 214.0° 1902°  10.61  0.006 0.231
P Bone (g/kg) 111 1078 1111 117.4 126 6.23 0.213 0.649
Ca Blood (mg/dl) 927" 9.02° 9.31° 6.54° 5.68° 0.4 <0.001 <0.001
P Blood (mg/dI) 582" 3.67 5.80° 4.66° 4.68° 023  <0.001 <0.001
42 days old
Ca Bone (g/kg) 1785 1834 1865 181.4 182.9 0.37 0.700 0.811
P Bone (g/kg) 752 78.1 75.9 75.8 77.6 0.1 0.294 0.383
Ca Blood (mg/dl) 538" 5.69° 6.22° 6.01° 5.93° 0.18 0.008 0.181
P Blood (mg/dI) 3.68°  2.11° 3.82° 3.84° 3.73° 0.2 <0.001 <0.001
Aundeiinasnysihsumatuluuaafetunnaaiuesaiivediaymeadn (p<0.05)

PC: positive control; NC: negative control
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(Lalpanmawia et al., 2014)

Levels of dietary phytase FTU/kg

Apparent ileal digestibility coefficient SEM Significance
PC NC Lab phytase Com phytase
5 wk of age
Crude protein 0.825  0.808 0.843 0.844 0.0075 0.271
Phosphorus 0.456°  0.387° 0.503" 0.599° 0.0146 0.001
Calcium 0.653"  0.564° 0.623" 0.617% 0.0108 0.022
AumdeifimsnysmiumeiulunaReiuuandiuediieddaymeada (p<0.05)

PC: positive control; NC: negative control; Lab phytase: negative control + laboratory phytase @500 FTU/kg;

Com phytase: negative control + commercial phytase enzyme @500 FTU/kg.
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Levels of dietary phytase FTU/kg

Bone morphometry (left tibia) SEM Significance
PC NC Lab phytase Com phytase

5 wk of age
Bone length (cm) 10.12°  9.40° 9.43% 9.83% 0.071 0.001
Bone width (cm) pxoximal epiphysis ~ 2.43"  2.24° 2.41° 2.42° 0.018 0.001
Bone width (cm) diapiphysis 0.911 0.857 0.904 0.889 0.0134 0.482
Bone width (cm) distal epiphysis 1.79 1.75 1.73 1.77 0.013 0.398

Aundeiinasnysihsumatuluuaafetunnaaiuesaiivediaymeadn (p<0.05)

PC: positive control; NC: negative control; Lab phytase: negative control + laboratory phytase @500 FTU/kg;

Com phytase: negative control + commercial phytase enzyme @500 FTU/kg.
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2014)
Levels of dietary phytase FTU/kg
Bone weight SEM Significance
PC NC Lab phytase =~ Com phytase
5 wk of age
Bone weight (g/kg live weight) 3.15 3.01 3.11 3.14 0.054 0.44
Ash (g)/bone (g) 0.411°  0.380" 0.387" 0.417° 0.0051 0.015
Calcium (g)/bone ash (g) 0.376°  0.347° 0.367" 0.389° 0.004 0.001
Phosphorus (g)/bone ash (g) 0.185°  0.169° 0.178" 0.192° 0.0026 0.013

]
1 =

AnnANNAIBnYIMAUAIA U L RsIRUIANA N LRI NITIAATYNIEDA (P<0.05)
PC: positive control; NC: negative control; Lab phytase: negative control + laboratory phytase @500 FTU/kg;

Com phytase: negative control + commercial phytase enzyme @500 FTU/kg.

Y a o Y 1 1 o 4
15199 9 1]?aJTmﬂTiﬂuWEJﬁwaiml,a$ﬂ1iﬂjuawaaﬂ1u”lﬂnizmmq 5 d1law (Lalpanmawia et al.,

2014)

Levels of dietary phytase FTU/kg
Phosphorus intake and excretion SEM Significance

PC NC Lab phytase  Com phytase

5 wk of age
Total P intake (¢/bird) 19.68° 1473 1483 16.49" 0.422 0.001
Total P excretion (g/bird) 10.70  9.02° 7.38° 7.28° 0.308 0.001
Aundeinasnysmhsumaiuluunafetuuanaaiuesaiiiediameadn (P<0.05)

PC: positive control; NC: negative control; Lab phytase: negative control + laboratory phytase @500 FTU/kg;

Com phytase: negative control + commercial phytase enzyme @500 FTU/kg.
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