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(Effects of pomegranate peel powder supplemented diet on growth and carcass quality of

Japanese quail.)
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Table 1. Supplementation of pomegranate peel powder on growth of Japanese quail.

Parameters PPP levels (%)

0 0.03 0.06 0.09
Initial Body Weight (g) 29.18 30.60 30.15 29.31
Body Weight (g) 255.54° 266.07° 258.67%° 260.30°
Weight Gain (g) 226.36° 235.47° 228.52%° 230.99°
Feed Consumption (g) 796.69° 788.78° 772.40° 761.32°
FCR 3.52° 3.35° 3.38° 3.30¢

#“ Means of each row followed by the same letter are not significantly different (p>0.05)

Source: El-Rayes et al. (2023)



Table 2. Supplementation of pomegranate peel powder on growth of Japanese quail.

Parameters PPP levels (%)

0 1 15
Body Weight (g) 161.66 155.00 156.83
Body Weight Gain (g) 154.33 147.16 149.33
Feed Intake (g) 505.88° 485.29° 505.62°
Feed Conversion Ratio 3.28° 3.30° 3.38°
Mortality, % 1.01° 0.00° 0.00°

25 means within a row for each parameter with different superscripts are significantly (P<0.05).

Source: Hamad and Kareem (2019)

Table 3. Supplementation of pomegranate peel powder on growth of Japanese quail.

Parameters PPP levels (%)

0 3 6 9
Initial Body Weight (¢) 7.28 7.20 7.22 7.20
Final Body weight (g) 186.70¢ 216.10° 230.40° 224.20°
Body Weight Gain (g) 179.40¢ 208.90° 223.20° 217.10°
Total Feed Intake (g) 860.10° 813.90% 839.40% 788.50P
Feed Conversion Ratio 4.84° 3.91° 3.78° 3.64°

*dmeans with different superscripts in each row are significantly different at £<0.05

Source: Kamel et al. (2021)



Table 4. Supplementation of pomegranate peel powder on carcass quality of Japanese quail.

Carcass quality

PPP levels (%)

0 0.03 0.06 0.09 SEM
Heart (%) 0.91 0.88 0.89 0.85 0.05
Liver (%) 1.88 1.95 1.97 1.75 0.12
Gizzard (%) 1.50 1.31 1.32 1.29 0.12
Carcass weight (g) 75.20 74.15 72.42 70.84 1.57
Dressing (%) 79.49 78.29 76.60 74.73 1.34

Source: El-Rayes et al. (2023)

Table 5. Supplementation of pomegranate peel powder on carcass quality of Japanese quail.

Parameters PPP levels (%)

0 1 15
Heart (%) 1.17° 1.20° 1.21°
Liver (%) 3.01° 3.35° 3.18%
Gizzard (%) 2.57° 2.56° 2.09°
Carcass weight (g) 137.45° 134.59° 136.26°
Dressing (%) 85.08° 86.80° 86.85°

25 Means within a row for each parameter with different superscripts are significantly (P<0.05).

Source: Hamad and Kareem (2019)



Table 6. Supplementation of pomegranate peel powder on carcass quality of Japanese quail.

Parameters PPP levels (%)

0 3 6 9
Heart (%) 0.92 0.85 0.94 0.93
Liver (%) 2.44° 2.48° 2.19% 1.90°
Gizzard (%) 3.21 3.62 3.65 3.48
Carcass weight (g) 176.40 169.40 163.70 162.40
Dressing (%) 75.00 74.60 75.10 75.60

b means with different superscripts in each row are significantly different at £<0.05

Source: Kamel et al. (2021)
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