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Table 1 Effect of Turmeric powder on performance of laying hens.

Level of turmeric powder in feed (g/Kg)

ltems
0 1.5 3.0

Feed intake (g/day) 115.0+0.51 115.5+0.14 115.2+0.33
FCR 2.14+0.113 1.96+0.069 1.95+0.037
Egg weight (g/hen per day) 62.63+0.80 63.18+0.20 63.8+0.65
Egg mass (g¢/hen per day) 54.51+2.78 59.26+1.98 59.26+1.24
Egg production (%) 87.0+4.44 93.8+3.19 93.0+2.40
Shell (%) 9.51+0.15 9.44+0.15 9.56+0.12
Albumen (%) 61.28+0.37 61.63+0.39 61.40+0.35
Yolk (%) 29.21+0.37 28.93+0.39 29.04+0.33

Mean values within the same row sharing a common superscript letter are not significantly
different at P < 0.05.
Source : Attia (2018).
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Table 2 Effect of turmeric powder supplementation on production performance of laying hens

Dietary turmeric powder (%)

ltems SEM P-value
0 0.4
Feed intake (g/day) 106.10 106.80 0.22 0.267
FCR 1.87 1.88 0.01 0.950
Egg weight (g) 58.82 58.94 0.06 0.330
Egg mass (g/hen per day) 56.70 56.70 0.17 0.770
Egg production (%) 96.40 96.20 0.25 0.531
Shell (%) 11.68 11.76 0.03 0.845
Albumen (%) 65.98 65.88 0.14 0.905
Yolk (%) 22.34 22.36 0.06 0.990

Source: LA LazAuy (2564)
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Table 3 Effect of turmeric powder levels on the productive performance of and egg quality of

laying hens
Dietary turmeric powder (g/kg) . P-value
ltems SEM 7 3
0 2.5 5 7.5 Lin Quad
Egg weight (g) 628" 652" 658  64.9° 0.665 0.046 0.037
Egg mass () 489° 556 565 553 1.268 0.017 0.014
Egg production (%) 77.9° 854" 858"  85.2° 1.609 0.012 0.035
Feed intake (g/day) 104 104 102 102 2.685 0.065 0.256
FCR 2124° 18370 1805  1817°  0.041 0.012 0.029
Shell (%) 124° 133 137 129° 0.290 0.033 0.041
Albumen (%) 62.9 60.3 59.3 59.3 1.267 0.054 0.531
Yolk (%) 24.6 26.4 27.4 275 0.997 0.059 0.420

Means not sharing a common letter in a row are significantly different (p < 0.05).
'Standard error of the means. ‘Linear responses to dietary inclusion levels. BQuadratic responses to
dietary inclusion levels.

Source; Fawaz et al. (2022)
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