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Aabstract

This study was conducted to evaluate the effects of sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder on the growth performance of
broilers. A total of 120 broiler chicks (Arbor acres) at 0 days old were assigned to one of two treatments with three
replications: control and 1% sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder. Weight gain at 3 weeks and feed intake at 5 weeks were
significantly (p<0.05) influenced by the sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder treatments. However, there were no
significant differences in the feed conversion ratio between treatments as a function of treatment time (p)0.05). Overall,
weight gain and the feed conversion ratio were slightly greater for the sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder treatment
than the control treatment. It was concluded that sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder may be an appropriate source of
feed additive, without any negative effects on the growth performance of the broilers.
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Table 1. Changes in weekly weight gain (g) using Sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder

Week
Group'
1 2 3 4 5
Control 107.00+1.08 279.43+4.52 393.13+4.35 473.73+4.09 481.04+1.19
Tl 107.75+4.34 280.08+5.84 407.95+2.72 483.38+20.79 487.70+1.18
Significance N§? NS * NS NS

Values are expressed as mean*standard error (SEM).

!Control: basal diet; T1= basal diet + 1% sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder.

NS: not significant.
*p{0.5
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Table 2. Changes in weekly feed intake (g) using Sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder

1 Week
Group
1 2 3 4 5
Control 115.00+2.89 307.50+3.22 527.50+13.92 784.55+10.04 888.75+8.26
T1 111.50£0.55 315.05+5.25 533.93+3.89 781.73+12.62 874.55+18.42
Significance N§? NS NS NS
Values are expressed as mean*standard error (SEM).
!Control: basal diet; T1= basal diet + 1% sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder.
NS: not significant.
“p{0.5
Table 3. Changes in weekly feed conversion ratio (FCR) using Sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder
1 Week
Group
1 2 3 4 5
Control 1.07£0.02 1.10£0.02 1.34+0.05 1.66£0.02 1.85+0.03
T1 1.03+0.04 1.13£0.03 1.3140.01 1.62£0.06 1.80+0.07
Significance Ns? NS NS NS NS

Values are expressed as meanstandard error (SEM).

!Control: basal diet; T1= basal diet + 1% sipjeondaebo-tang by-product powder.

NS: not significant.
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