NAYBIDIMNTNANSIEBUNINZINIIRBNSIIYAuTlnvaslntle

(Effect of dietary supplementation of Holy basil on growth performance in broiler)
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Table 1. Feed intake and growth performance of broilers birds in different dietary treatments

HB+TF  HB+TF

Parameter Control HB 0.5% HB 1.0% FS0.5% FS 1.0% SEM
0.25%  0.25%

BW/ 12022 14944 1358 14679 1358° 1457 1363° 20.8

BWG 11622 14534 1317° 14259 1316° 1416 1321° 20.9

= 2412 2679 2573 2696 2530 2745 2576 56.3

FCR 2.088 1.84" 1.95° 1.89"8 1.92"8 1.94"% 195" 0.03

PER 2.28" 2518 2.37"8 2.40"8 2.38"8 2.39"8  239/8 0.03

Means bearing different superscripts (a, b, ¢, d) in a row differ significantly (P<0.01)
Means bearing different superscripts (A, B) in a row differ significantly (P<0.05)

HB: Holy basil, FS: Fenugreek seed power

i - Prajapat et al. (2018)
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Table 2. Feed intake and growth performance of broilers birds in different dietary treatments

Treatments Feed intake Body weight gain FCR

Control 3771.75+4.23 1801.75%+1.79 2.09°+0.01
GP 0.5% 3713.25+11.94 1823.00%°+21.17 2.03°+0.02
GP 1.0% 3687.25+79.93 1873.50°+9.13 1.96°+0.03
HB 0.5% 3645.75+61.90 1818.50°°+11.92 2.00°°+0.03
HB 1.0% 3634.25+17.80 1863.25°+8.14 1.95°+0.01
GP+HB 0.5% 3627.50+6.64 2129.25°422.83 1.70°+0.01
GP+HB 1.0% 3640.25+4.23 2094.75°4+32.93 1.73°+0.04

a,b,c Mean values bearing different superscripts in a column differ significantly (p<0.05)
HB : Holy basil, GP : Garlic power
7111 : Sheoran et al (2017)
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Table 3. Feed intake and growth performance of broilers birds in different dietary treatments

Mean+SEM
Control HB
Initial live weight(¢) on 7th day 155+5.76 158+6.32
Final live weight (¢) on 35th day 1500+19.90 1650+20.87
Weight gain () 1345+17.98 1492+18.98
F 2750 2850
FCR 1.83 1.73

{3 - Achinta et al. (2017)
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Table 4. Feed intake and growth performance of broilers birds in different dietary treatments

Control HB 0.5% Vitamin E SEM
Body weight (g) 2091.7 2101.3 2190.3 18.53
Feed intake (g) 3651.6 3557.7 3702.5 74.07
Feed conversion ratio 1.78 1.72 1.71 0.02

a,b,c Means bearing different superscripts in a column differ significantly (P<0.05)
HB: Holy basil
11 : Bhosale et al. (2015)
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Table 5. Dressing percentages, relative weight of organs in different levels of Holy basil

Variables Control HB 1.0% P Value
Dressing percentage 62.88+1.07 63.00+1.08 0.692™
Relative heart weight 0.43+ 0.067 0.44+0.056 0.00%
Relative gizzard weight 1.41+0.45 1.45+0.55 0.600™
Relative liver weight 2.56+ 0.86 2.55+0.83 0.007*
Relative spleen weight 0.115+ 0.0051 0.12+0.0061 0.000*
Relative pancreas weight 0.267+0.008 0.25+0.0087 0.001*

17i3J’1 : Achinta et al.(2017)
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Table 6. Carcass parameters viz. dressed weight (g), eviscerated weight (g),

non-edible weight (g) and drawn weight (g) in broilers under different treatments.

Treatments  Dressed weight  Eviscerated weight  Non-edible weight Drawn weight

Control 1284.85°+7.84 1071.59°+5.41 503.75+2.21 1108.07°+6.43

GP 0.5% 1326.42°°+19.97  1093.38%°+21.25 452.97+1.59 1189.50°°+18.49
GP 1.0% 1395.67°+8.39 1170.62°+7.99 519.62+2.79 1264.05°+10.39
HB 0.5% 1301.75%+13.65  1095.64%°+12.96 510.23+1.73 1187.84%°+9.49
HB 1.0% 1366.23°+10.24 1591.87%+9.37 484.89+0.94 1254.89°+14.83
GP+HB 0.5% 1613.48°+20.98 1367.78°£23.74 521.64+2.46 1478.33°£18.99
GP+HB 1.0% 1573.85°+35.24 1335.40°+31.48 516.21+1.94 1443.91°+25.31

a,b,c Mean values bearing different superscripts in a column differ significantly (p<0.05)

171'3(1 : Sheoran et al. (2017)
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