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(Effect of Synbiotic Supplementation on Growth Perfoemance and carcass quality of

broiler chicken)
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QAAVINTIL HARDUWMLEY sy Tdaniadesndu Tiifu 8 dUami warlithwiinuszanm 2 Alansu
madedldideldfnsian wazasefednsmds dnmstauiusliinnaiyiulasyesna
Aeadu fusznounsielitinmiansuffugiualuemsdaideldidumasminasydivlauae
Unsiulsa mﬂsﬁmiﬂﬁfmzL‘fJuL’;mmuﬂazﬁﬂﬁﬁaqéuﬁéﬁaﬁﬂLﬁmmiﬁyam aneliitintgm
MagunInlun R Tnetanelsafiiinande Salmonella sp.Campylobacter sp. Wag E. coli
nolfAndunseseruilnald Tedududemisindndeimsliouuaield madsdnide
Inafuiiondu (Fuller,1989) safudululofndidumadeniiuraulanadenndsfiinunsns
thanlilunadesdnd iletefisdszansnmnasdouardnaiuaunimuesdnd esndululefind
Juansiaiuiivsznoudne Rdunidnguluslulednd wazansngumiluledind fiflanuanunsaluzae
nsgfundduiu dreifin Usinanshuldvesdnd dilddadinsgivlnnnty Wumwdansalodiy
aedu AU ve9dld (Sako et al, 1999 Sndlay ulfaiuriuazame, 2558 fnmsduati
Usuussiuglansendlifidnuneitu naennan delhdsdlinsendldfondniasugia Aefidnume
masivlngs sarnsuan Lief naifisssengs anunsaduniulseldR ausend uasdinnnw
vosndifiotunazns idedlidelasalufinsldansuiiiueg nanomnslussdusuiionng
W3auLAUle (antibiotic growth promoter) WagAIUALIA sumsldansdaassinanluenns (feed
additive) a80u5U funnd uszeznauu (Gustafson and Bowen, 1997) U83a31n European
Federation of Animal Health (FEDESA) sgyintudasasdngiy 2001 wivglsuinsldenufduelu
dnfifonns uilnauiina 4,688 s (35%) Turnulliluuyud 8,585 i (65%) Tusruudifunisli
enfudnTtng 3,902 du (29% vaeUSunaunside i) T duasisanisiasaiule 786 du (6%
vosUiinmunsiievianan) fadunagnsddly nssviunsdaniniedniliasaaindenslsa
dun msvhiadu matestuidolsalasnisiidadues mslindlulefin uazlnslulefin viensld
asulnsueiniafumadeniidrdyluinsdesdn iivsensedmiuauuilna
Fululefin (Synbiotic) Wufiinannssiufuvasdin Tsdlefin’ (Prebiotic) way Tnsd

Tefn" (Probiotic) Safuasieiuaisgunmdldfiiisslovidessuumaiuemsvosyuduazdn’
TngauanuaunaliiuuuefiSefiiulsslomingludld Juhlrausdusiunisadadulaves
wuafiefiiulsslesdléntu Tne Tusluleindde WeqAun3eiidin 1wy Lactobacillus acidophilus,
Lactobacillus plantalum, Pidiococcus pentosacius, Saccoromyces cereviceae, Bacilus subtilis,
Bacillus likenifermis ifuduilodnifuinluagdiouiulsnazaisaunagaunddiumaiueims T
winnzau Loy Iﬂﬂuiaaﬂé%m%igtﬁuimLLazé’Ué’jaL%aﬁﬁuw%éﬁdaIm disllidewmandwsaaulale
Tuvinm Weyidlddn Snisdwiuthiltonssiussuugiduiuresiumeiiedediuidoqaunie
Adusunsey drunluleAndvieasiaiudug Wuarsomsusziananilulainsn i1anelal
annsn deldudaziduemsvedunisifivssloviludld degdronsedunmsiaigiiulnves
duniei fselovfludld asasudmranmnsolivselonilumadennsedunsainiulaueg
N19719u909 wuATiSeutedaniusylovflussuuniafiue s (Gihasemi et al, 2014 §1le
utfaust wazamey 2558) ann1sAnudululednlutiiy awnsavilidladiaanuenves villus
LﬁusﬁuuazﬁwmmiLﬁzgtﬁuim (Awad et al.,2008) wazdweifiuniseeslavaslusiuneny Tusfu



el uazndsnuluownslniide (udatun wasaney 2558) udadslsfiony anmamenuiduand
liFamulunivessziviliiasluemslinsens
FefudunnaiuifdingUsrasfiofinwnavesnaaiudululefndeaussousnaasyiiule
wazAmnmenvaslilide
wavasnsiasudululefndesamnisdsuemautiuiings
Kamboh et al. (2020) la@nwisnsinisiasaiulaseiu Ineldlalavusesiass (Cobb 500)
0191%u 300 ¢ ¥unisduesnidiu 5 vV vVEsudi 1 ngueues Ve 2 wiudulule

9

ANNTEAU 700 NSU/AU NIMUUAT 3 w@sudululefindisyeu 1200 NS/ NSUAn 4 w@sudulule

a

Anfisesu 1,700 ndu/fu uasnsnuund 5 @sudululefniisedu 2200 nSu/du NUINUINADADE
nsnnaes 1-35 Ju maasudululednits 5 Wsunsy SasmswWdsuermsidwiie(Fcr) Lifing
waNANSAL (P>0.05) (Table 1) @onAassiuNan1TAaaIues Manatsanun et al. (2558) laAnw16m31
maasaiulasiatu lagldlivug Ross 308® 917w 180 /1 (neie 90 1 uazineiily 90 #9) vn1s
Aoddantoun 42 Su fivemun 3 nImuud ninauias 3 41 suvanun 9 Miienaaes Ay
TWsunsunsasudululednd luthiuvediile taun vimuudd 1 Wewnsuliharvennd Ysaann
ansaaeiu (Usunsumuay ) vamuudi 2 Wsunsulinazenedl Unaanansaasiunaufudulule
fnd fisvsu 1 ndusenn 5 ans vimwudd 3 Wasnsuliiiavenndl Usaeinansraesunaunudu
Tulefind 7 sesfu 2 nfusen 5 ans nuimsasudululednd luhauves nilleselusunsunns
EsuTiuananeiy 3 Wsunsu seshnisesadvlanuinmsesudululefndlutausta 3 TWsunsy
sodnmmaaiadvlnveslidlens 3 nqunismaaes lduandraiy (P>0.05) (Table 2) uazdamuin
Raksasiri et al. (2018) lafinw1dnsnisasaiivlasaiu lngldliatewug Ross 308® o18vi42 Tu
AazinA 9119 400 2 THnan 42 Fu sudasengnsneaesiieny 1-21 uag 21-42 Fu awddiy
I¥§unsduesnidu 4 n3numud ninemda 1 nquatuau nimuudi 2 wiudululedndisyiu
0.025% v3vudd 3 w@Sudululefindisedu 0.050% wasvimuudd 4 wiudululefnfisedu 0.075
% usarnImauudil 4 9 graz 25 6 WUINADADIYNITNARDY 1-42 Fu nsiasudululefnits 4
TUsunsy SravilvsnsnisasuemsiduideFCr) anadlinumuuansis (P>0.05) (Table 3)

Table 1. Growth performance for finisher phase and overall period of broilers fed varying

levels of synbiotics

Treatment
Ingredients Day A B C D E SEM pvalue
1-21 1292 1285 1245 1308 1309 10.9 0.35
Feed intake 22-35  2050° 19172 1920% 1922% 1958 18.7 0.010
(g/ton) 1-35 33437 3202% 3158% 3158% 3196% 22.2 0.032
1-21 153 1.40 1.42 1.45 1.47 0.01 0.26
Feed conversion  22-35 1.79 1.68 1.63 1.71 1.77 0.02 0.066
ratio (¢/ton) 1-35 1.68° 1.55% 1.54° 1.59% 1.63% 0.01 0.029

SEM = Standard error of mean.
Diet A, B, C, D and E having synbiotic supplementation 0, 700, 1200, 1700 and 2200g/ton of feed, respectively.

Values having different super-scripts show significant difference (p<0.05)

Source: Kamboh et al. (2020)
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Kamboh et al. (2020) eudlifignuenaniunaenszeznainisaass Taansmaass
35 Ju mmmqmqmsmamﬁmq 1-7, 8-21, 22-35 Y lAfldlunsnnasinaen 35 Ju WuinIs
iesudululefind luenslavieiiiunisuslanesedwildeddnuileifisuiungumunu(P<0.05)
(Table 1) @anAdeIiUNANISNAABIYBY Manatsanun et al. (2558) WU3191nASNAaDY 423U Tuns
sudululednd Tudauwes lriedeTusunsumsiasuiiunnaneiy 3 Wsunsy liunnsnetu (P>
0.05) (Table 2) wagdanuin Raksasiri et al. (2018) AugreYATNAADITIDY 1-21 WA 21-42 Ty
MUY NUINNABADIYNITNAGBY 1-42 YU nawasudululefinits 4 Tsunsy SmsuTumemnsii
Aundsou(F) anas linuauuansia (P>0.05) (Table 3)

Table 2. Effects of synbiotics (Synbac ) supplementation in drinking water of broiler chickens

on productive performance

Synbiotics (Synbac® ) supplementation in drinking water of

Productive performance broiler chickens SEM
control Program 1 Program 2
0-42 day
BWG (g¢/bird) 2,078.73 +70.23 2,105.80+68.84 2,120.11 +91.46 25.85
ADFI (g¢/bird/day) 97.07 +2.70 93.95 +6.47 95.50 +4.50 1.60
ADG (g/bird/day) 49.49 +1.67 50.14 +1.64 50.48 +2.18 0.62
FCR 1.96 +0.98 1.87 +0.09 1.89 +0.09 0.03
Viability (%) 91.11 +3.85 90.89 +4.23 89.67 +11.55 2.48
Productive index 230.05 +16.39 243.23+0.62 230.86 +26.49 6.00
Source: Manatsanun et al. (2558)
Table 3. Effects of prebiotic supplemented with probiotic in diets on production
performance in broiler.
synbiotic levels in rations (%)
ltem 0 0.025 0.05 0.075 SEM P-value
(n=25) (n=25) (n=25) (n=25)
Feed intake (%)  158.30° 134.02° 134.30° 135.19° 2.598 *
FCR (%) 2.27° 1.78° 1.77° 1.79° 0.057 *

a,b ,cMeans in row with different superscripts letter are significant differences (P0.05), * = significant

Source: Raksasiri et al. (2018)
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Kamboh et al. (2020) wuimaeARIYNNTNARBY 1-35 U maaiudululefinia 5 Tsunsa
wandlifidiuinmaaiuvesdululednluiinadenmunineinvesliide (P>0.05) (Table 4) wuiinis
yaaes Manatsanun et al. (2558) wuiinsiasudululednd Tuthauves Inidedelusunsunis
ufunnanetu 3 Waunsu deamnmennvadimidonuinsaiudululedndluiduvesldiders 3
TUsunsulyidang Gfaﬂmmwmﬂsuaalmﬁjaﬁu'a 3 NgUN1SNARBY (P>0.05) (Table 5) wazdanuin
Raksasiri et al. (2018) nuinaoneIgMIMAaes 1-42 Ju msiaiudululofniis 4 Waunsu laidesa
sonmnmInvedlilia(P>0.05) (Table 6)

Table 4. Carcass parameters of broilers fed varying levels of synbiotics.

Parameters (%) Dietary Treatments

A B C D E SEM p-value
Brest meat yield 36.33 41.39 37.23 37.90 37.05 0.74 0.220
(g/ton)
Thigh meat yield 26.47 25.66 26.42 25.98 26.03 0.36 0.961
(g/ton)

SEM = Standard error of mean.
Diet A, B, C, D and E having synbiotic supplementation 0, 700, 1200, 1700 and 2200g/ton of feed, respectively.

Values having different super-scripts show significant difference (p<0.05)

Source : Kamboh et al. (2020)

Table 5. Effects of synbiotics (Synbac) supplementation in drinking water of broiler chickens

on carcass and cutting percentage

Synbiotics (Synbac® ) supplementation in drinking water of

Carcass percentage and broiler chickens SEM
cutting percentage (%) control Program 1 Program 2
Breast 26.87 £1.66 27.04+1.03 26.58+0.92 0.42
Thigh 17.86 +0.68 17.84+1.37 18.32+0.52 0.31

Source : Manatsanun et al. (2558)

Table 6. Effects of synbiotic supplementation in diets on carcass quality in broilers

synbiotic levels in rations (%)

Item 0 0.025 0.05 0.075 SEM P-value
(n=25) (n=25) (n=25) (n=25)

Breast (g) 23.74 24.10 24.55 24.17 0.35 Ns

Thigh (g) 16.72 18.10 18.24 18.58 0.36 Ns

Source : Raksasiri et al. (2018)
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