21sa1s3NYIAMFasUazudanNssSUNSLIAYAS
Agricultural Science and Innovations Journal

U7 56 avuil 1 unTAL-WwIBY 2568 | Vol.56 No.1 January-April 2025

https://1i01.tci-thaijo.org/index.php/A

sUuvumssayiGuiavavliiwutiioolng: astifAnuuavlid
dawnuas (maas) uaslnwavo (aegwusiag) nong 1-16 Juals
Growth pattern of Thai native chicken: Case study of Nin Kaset (Sart)

black chicken and Betong (KU Line) chicken at 1-16 weeks of age

O gaziu duad’
Putawan Munkong'
O suriing gassaulan’”
Thanathip Suwanasopee®’
O nily a0
Danai Jattawa'
O dns aAignssal’
9 9

Skorn Koonawootrittriron®

' DIRTVIENIVIA ARINYAT NI INGIFENYHTAIENT DTN 10900
' Department of Animal Science, Faculty of Agriculture, Kasetsart University, Bangkok 10900

@ *Corresponding author: agrtts@ku.ac.th

Js:5aunAdiu

fuFes: 26 nIngIAu 2567
Ysuudle: 10 Aueneu 2567
SURNUW: 14 Auwneu 2567

o o I
AanAty
rfuilos
sULUUMSRTYLAULR

s

nsiSeuWsuaeiug

A15USEUNUEINTIA
A59ANNSERIUN

Article History
Received: 26 July 2024

Revised: 10 September 2024
Accepted: 14 September 2024

Keywords
Native chicken
Growth patterns

Breed comparison

unnQyo

<) o/ I3 £ a a N Y
Aanutuuadnguszasa: enudilaluguiuunmssydulavedlndivativayy
MIVNUHULAEINNSHER R 1EIUsEAVEN W MIfinwilil ingUsvasdiionansan
me"waaqﬁaﬁmagﬂLL‘UUﬂﬁil,ﬁﬁylﬁuimﬂuaﬂﬁﬁwﬁamwms (f@ns; NK) wazlniuns
(eiugiay; BT) o1y 1-16 dUam ladian

A5aufiunside: doyatmiindaseduansivieny 1-16 &Un v ves NK (53 62)
waz BT (40 ¢7) gnihuuszanueilaglduuudiaes Gomperzt nonlinear,
mimaaawummsﬁuﬁam LLazmiamaawwmmzﬁuﬁam ANTULANANTZHIN
ﬁmﬁﬂfﬁaLmzﬁﬂismmmgﬂﬁwmﬁmimﬁmﬁwﬁﬂ Akaike information criterion,
corrected Akaike information criterion, Schwarz Bayesian information criterion
uaz -2log likelihood fitfesiianuazdudsyavinisdndulafiiamnnitgngnld
lumsasuanumngauvewuuIaes

HAN15338: NK wigdulndandy BT TuduaniusniedUeid 14 luvaedi BT
ﬂé’umﬁﬁwﬁﬂﬁaqmdwLﬁaﬁmq 15-16 &Uai egelsfinn JULUUNIIARTEY
wlavedlivisaesnguliunnssiumead (P > 0.05) AnupaALAdeundees
Feanuuuusaesaglutag -72.40 + 4.24 §9 99.77 + 89.45 nu vheil wuushans
nsonneeNUINsRUTiaesinumnzaNigalun1seSuesULUUNNSIeIY
wiulaveslivaesiuslutiseny 1-16 &Uai

agu: In NK uag BT figduuunmsiasaivlaiieny 1-16 dUansi Liwansnariv
Foyawmarililuuslesisenisimuanagnsnsliewnsiivusaunuyeny
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Abstract

Background and Objective: Understanding chicken growth patterns is
essential for effective production planning and management. This study
aims to identify the best model explaining the growth patterns of Black Nil
Kaset (Sart; NK) and Betong (KU Line; BT) chickens from 1 to 16 weeks of age.

Methodology: The weekly body weight data of NK (53 animals) and BT (40
animals) from 1 to 16 weeks of age were analyzed using the Gompertz
nonlinear model, second-degree polynomial, and third-degree polynomial
regression. Model selection criteria, including the smallest Akaike information
criterion, corrected Akaike information criterion, Schwarz Bayesian information
criterion, and -2log likelihood, were considered, and the model with the

highest decision coefficient value was chosen.

Main Results: NK exhibited faster growth than BT up to week 14, after
which BT surpassed in body weight at weeks 15-16, although the growth
patterns did not significantly differ between the two groups (P > 0.05). The
average residual error of the three models ranged from -72.40 + 4.24 to
99.77 + 89.45 g. The second-degree polynomial regression model was the
most appropriate for explaining the growth pattern of both chicken breeds

from 1 to 16 weeks of age.

Conclusions: There were no significant differences in growth patterns
between NK and BT chickens from 1 to 16 weeks of age. This insight can
inform age-specific feeding strategies, enhance production efficiency, and

aid in developing accurate body weight estimation tools.
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wimeRuanvuzianizdanugudvenie Juluna

Infudiedmeusiasnduiinsounquilanguitugiign
iantunlifudedffumetugmadondmsunsndn
ionsuslaaneluntaSounasnsii@aniediu dnil
@mé’ﬂwmzLaw'wﬁmauaummmﬁmmwm@?ﬁyﬂqLmn@ha
A (Siriwadee et al., 2023; Suyatno et al., 2023) aeals
ana audlesveiinswigivindiowSeudioutu
VLriL‘ﬁaLs?Nmiﬁ']LLasifi'ﬁuLﬁadgﬂwaudqmaﬁiaﬁunumiwam
ﬁqﬁu (Molee et al., 2018; Tongsiri et al., 2019; Suyatno
et al., 2023) A1U31891UV89 Tongsiri et al. (2019) fiwu
Inftudlesgnuandodldsveznarluniades 14-16 dami
Seariiwinduseanas 1,200-1,500 nd aafinanadesnns

wnnsarauUiiueoaauTiazansldgduidosewing
N3sAUlReEeT 9 (Wattanachant et al., 2004) thy
dwmalhdeliiudleaduitenlunsudlarunniy (Kong et
al., 2006) wardunumarfglunistisdaaiunaznsedu
\iswgna (Padhi, 2016)

A fianwns (mans) waglnuee (@eiusieg)
Huldudiednefigmimulanieivdimua auginuas
uinendeinuasmans Ingliusslovdaniugnssuliiiu
eslnenfidnenmuaziduondnual sunsdndonuay
Juanauiuglidauansalunsasgidule aginw
e delanisiu Inodldddaunses (mans) gnimun



WugNIsumeNIsAREenu1aIntis 2 nquiug Ae L
wealnde wavlndmysysal tnefdvanglunisudnlis
diemsuslnaidlenarly waranunsaliidelddugauyeimns
stluuenmilornmsduiiash Wslenialunsuslane g
1Huen (Suwanasopee et al., 2019) Lﬂaqﬁaaﬂmamﬁamaa
Lﬁ@iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂiaugﬂ (Sehrawat et al., 2021; Zhang et al.,
2022) uagdansiiduuselovidequam leun ansludy
(Carnosine) wauwa3y (Anserine) WazA3Ladiu (Creatine)
ﬁﬁmﬁwﬁﬂaaﬁumaa‘mnUﬁﬁ%maaﬂ%wﬁu (Sharma et al.,
2022) wavansTiinnuanRiduansinueyyadass (Antioxidant)
Ao ansdwandlu (Melanin pigment) Usstnvidndanuag
1hina (Eumelanin) luwauedi Liiums (@eiusiag) Té5ums
WmugnssuiulsEdnsmnmsesyiulanmelulssans
Un (Closed flock) AuafunIsinwIdnuzneuenlvitiy
Anosuailvuiiasyituieniuliiun (Sopannarath and
Bunchasak, 2015)

agslsfimu msmenudeyansasasiulaluisias
Froeedliviaeinguiuiadosnssiin agldddanuns
(fand) fhmiinsuseana 1,244.00-3,653.00 NS4 17'1'@1&4
25 &Uai (Sangjong et al., 2022) luvaugdt s (e

v ¢

WugLAg) hainenUsean 1,625.86-2,283.63 nsu iile

q
=

Jo1y 16 &Ua vt (Bungsrisawat et al., 2018) Fensuand

widlwdveslimuarldunadithmnedinuazengfidman
wananafty esdenisuilaalasdnlngfouguiia
fhwrinennusyann 900-1,200 nda STiﬂLﬂuldoﬁﬂﬁﬁmq
12-16 &a9i (lnduasine: Boonmee et al., 2020; tnfn
w11an: Chankong and Chuaychu-noo, 2021) Turauei
iumsdmsumanedmsilaihiomindsmanaade 2.79 + 0.26
Alansy ﬁmqﬂismm 17 &Ua9 (Buakeeree et al., 2018)
wagliins (estudiag) Srmindsmanauszana 193 Alansy
‘171@’1&4 16 dUani (Putsakul et al., 2010; Wangtaweesukkamol
etal., 2013) ﬁ’hamaﬁ nsenwsULuUNsRSydulavedln
fudiosernsodelighaauasdnifeoddenad miumsdnay
14 (Data-driven decision-making) Uuﬁugmmﬂﬁif’ﬂidaﬁnﬁ
Nndeya e mumnagnslumsusugaiuuaznsians
nARTaN Mg leog1eilusyanSain (Attah et al., 2004;
Sowande and Sobola, 2008; Abbas et al., 2014)
LUUSIaemeRdamansnauudndy (Linear)
uazlaiadu (Non-linear) gnibanlifnuidauSouiiouiie

gvunesUkuuMsasivlaveslildegramanyan (Norris

et al., 2007; Olawoyin, 2007; Magothe et al., 2010; Tompi¢
et al., 2011; Rizzi et al., 2013; Osei-Amponsah et al.,
2016) MsfmnERsiingUarasdifeUssduguuuumaiiule
wazUTeuLieuUsenSnnuesuudnasInadinaans
Tun1sesuiesuuuumsrsyiulavedlidamnyss (@mans)
waglniums (@eiuding) laud wuudiaesnisanneenyuy
sziufiaes (Second-degree polynomial) wazuuusaes
miﬂmaawnmmxﬁuﬁmm (Third-degree polynomial)
desoniduaumsiilidudou Snisfiguuuusdetunsniy
dulaveslauiios (Mancinelli et al,, 2023) Faorauilule
UslomilFetneiiszavinmludeafon muiiliuuusaes
Y83 Gomperzt (Gompertz growth model; Laird, 1965)
Heuldedursmssaivlnvesdninatsuseinn (Teleken
et al., 2017) %’ﬂmamsﬁﬂmﬁmﬂﬁsﬁaaﬂaL%aﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂmm
dwfunisudnliddainues (mand) wazlilues (@eiug
e Wenndlvdiineuaussnusesnisuasiiusinasiely

gunsaiua:3sms

dnfnanasuazniaiieeg

Iriftuiles aazine 07y 1 u asnguiug lun In
Aflanuns (Fnans) 31u3u 53 /1 uaglilune (@eiuding)
11w 40 ¢ gnidedlulssounnaesszuuln Waenazunss
wanadudmdenindativunm 100x100x100 wuALng 39
ffudisold 1 ¢l 833 asawuRiums uadldunauutan
U5 5 wufwng JssuussuigeiniAwazUiueina
el uusnvesmsvaassaurugamilimnzaud
33 pemwaidea Wlnnnidunan 1 dUaii uazuiuanaumgl
asduaviay 2 asrnwailiua Ui 25 srwaliva aua1Ay
Innsldsuiuarenmsesndlaisiia (ad libitum) Tneldgns
aunsnlleuiu 2 @ns (Table 1) Ao emsllén (Starter
feed) MiApslndudisuneansieeny 4 #Unwh wavens
Irigu (Grower feed) HiAbslAfionedus 4 dUnwifadugn
nsvaaes layndldsuiadunalusunsuiiuupilagnsy
Urdord Inenseuiunsfiny kA iiugeuaNAMeNIsuNs
fifuguamaidsuadliiniilorumeivemans uivends
INwAIAIERS (Ethics statements approve number: KU65-
VET-014)
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wuuRdT iusesedwaldomndunni duseny 1 f
16 dUni Tiemgidoyathmindaeadfdan s
(Descriptive statistics) liuA Aade drnidosuumsgu
Asinan warAgean ileuanansdsuulasimiingasg
dasivedlausanauiug 91ntu ndeumLLANETES
dhweinfsedavissrinanguiudiisssuiluddy 0.05
uazdsufiuatuiinilneliiuudaesiunndetiu 3 U
WUU A Gomperzt nonlinear model (@un1s9 [1]) N3
maaawnmmsé’uﬁaaq (Second-degree polynomial
regression, @unsfl [2]) wagmsnnnoENLINsESUTIa
(Third-degree polynomial regression, aunsii [3]) wie
osuremaUAsunUanimindnaeatasnaiidnw (16
&Unn9h) TaedeawBondall

WUUI1a8s Gomperzt nonlinear model (Gompertz, 1833)
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81 (dUanth) enindeaes

WUUTIABINITANNBENVUIUTEAUTEY

Y=b +bx+bx*+bx
0 1 2 3

Ty Y = dntinen
b, = AAFAUNLRS
b = duuseavdnisonnesveteny
b, = duusrAvinmInnnesvetengnidades
b, = duusrAvinsnnnasvetengnidany
x = 878 ({Uam)
¥ = 978 (@Uav) enfdsaes
x> = 978 (@Uav) enfdsany

a%ﬁqLm*uai’waaﬂmaﬁmimﬂﬁamqLLaxﬁmﬁﬂ@h
mﬂﬂ?uﬁmsmmeﬁ"]aaqﬁﬁﬂszﬁw%quqq@ (The best
fit model) wazilmuaaiaadeulunsyiuneai (Residual
erron) Yosfignanmiwmesililunisiviouiiou (Fit
statistic) 5 W153mas Uszneuniey

(1) Akaike information criterion (AIC) = -2logL +
2k (Akaike, 1974) il logl A® ﬁaﬂgmﬁismﬁ
wag k ApduIudILUsLEsY

(2) Corrected Akaike information criterion (AICC)
= -2logL + 2kn / (n - k - 1) (Burnham and
Anderson, 2002) ilo n fis S1uIuAELNR Lay
k A UIUAMUSLESY

(3) Schwarz Bayesian information criterion (BIC)
= -2logL + klog(n) (Schwarz, 1978)

(4) -2log Likelihood (-2logl) tHumsfinesly
Usziflunuusansfimunzauainnisussana
Touatigameiitosan

(5) drseAvismsvinune (Coefficient of determination,
R) = 1 - (SSE/SST) iile SSE Ao naviuvedna
IS SAN93IUaTANUSENAILLILNUS SR
YNNNGIEDY LAY SST AD NATINUDINARIITENIN
AN939UaTAUTEUIILUILNURILRA BT IR
UNANAIEDY



Table 1 Formulation and calculated chemical composition (as fed basis) of the feed

Composition

Starter feed
(Day of hatch to 4 weeks)

Grower feed
(5 to 16 weeks)

Ingredient (%)

Corn 62.05 57.73
Soybean meal 30.70 26.06
Parm oil 3.92 5.15
Cellulose 0.00 7.96
limestone 1.33 1.45
Dicalcium phosphate 0.71 0.38
Premix 0.25 0.25
L-lysine 0.25 0.23
Salt 0.24 0.24
DL-methionine 0.21 0.21
Sodium carbonate 0.20 0.20
L-threonine 0.07 0.07
Choline chloride 0.07 0.07
Chemical composition (%)
Metabolizable energy (kcal/kg) 3,112.00 2,970.00
Protein 19.50 17.00
Fat 6.51 7.51
Fiber 3.18 10.40
Calciam 0.90 0.81
Phosphorus 0.45 0.32
Lysine 1.20 1.04
Methionine 0.51 0.47
Methionine + Cysteine 0.84 0.76
Threonine 0.80 0.70
Arginine 1.29 1.11
Tyrosine 0.61 0.53
Tryptophan 0.24 0.21

Wanisnaaovua:3v1sad

n1suszliugusuuNsREAule

Anaduihniindaseduasiveslidanyns
(fans) laume (eiugiag) uaslunmsiuaesngumiug
flang 1-16 &Uni (Table 2) Flhidtudr lnddainums
(mand) TimindadeEus (37.71 + 3.18 n3w) gand
rkuns (eugiag; 36.60 + 2.41 n3w) WulRenfuaade
dwiindludunnoiil 1 auiedUaidl 14 sisil fiong 15 s
16 &Uonii Trituna (netudiag) fhwindaadegendilas

'
v o a

founms (mans) wihanuuansswesimiindaiiengs 4
spwrhalivadesnduiuslaifiduddmaadn (P > 0.05) us
nawsiulafundussrindlveaenduitusid erafiannu
duusiumasgivlaluuae (Compensatory growth)
mufieSunelag Zubair and Leeson (1996) Bafianudniug
fusziuvedlnrurluemnsiilaldfummaionnndannden
gunm wazszernaildFuons ddasanilvgudhsuiuy
nasulmsaresnunngludh fignieduiunndon

MﬁaL‘fJuiwmmmamu



Table 2 Means and standard deviations of body weight (g) at a particular age (week) of Nin Kaset (Sart), Betong

(KU Line), and overall chickens

Age (weeks) Nin Kaset (Sart) Betong (KU Line) Overall
Initial 37.71 + 3.18 36.60 + 2.41 37.23 + 291

1 72.27 + 9.96 70.24 + 5.93 71.40 + 8.48

2 115.12 + 20.84 106.19 + 15.71 111.28 + 19.23
3 158.42 + 37.24 136.10 + 26.94 148.82 + 34.86
a 208.14 + 53.93 179.26 + 41.90 195.90 + 51.00
5 277.21 + 69.77 235.85 + 60.66 258.67 + 68.66
6 330.52 + 89.53 282.25 + 75.00 308.63 + 86.24
7 416.57 + 108.75 362.46 + 99.45 392.03 + 107.50
8 503.58 + 136.62 44543 + 111.53 477.58 + 128.63
9 600.43 + 159.00 542.23 + 130.76 574.41 + 149.07
10 713.19 + 188.41 654.59 + 144.43 686.99 + 171.72
11 891.78 + 205.93 809.58 + 162.45 855.08 + 190.65
12 988.62 + 231.18 949.86 + 173.59 971.32 + 206.59
13 1,151.65 + 249.40 1,082.80 + 197.27 1,120.91 + 228.26
14 1,257.94 + 305.70 1,250.21 + 212.10 1,254.49 + 265.74
15 1,349.35 + 315.57 1,389.96 + 237.86 1,367.48 + 281.82
16 1,426.75 + 332.65 1,497.60 + 264.79 1,458.38 + 303.67

widladnfiainuns (@ans) wagliung @enus
wng) Hsduuumsasadulauandiuegsliiifedfgynia
afif (Figure 1) usigndndyfinasfinnsanfio adniiindu
szrhaniingalavsansnguiug ieorgdndunmi 15
Fadudrsitlifdwinmeglunasifunsaudmiuns
Suhemuaufeinisvesaadmsuliiudodie
Ulnalie Imaﬁmﬁﬂﬁ’sl,a?iaagswdw 1,200-1,500 A3y
(Tongsiri et al., 2019) Snvadsdanalddn Truna (@eiug
\ng) Asaiulndeisszesnadinanivwiingaiigan
I fanuns (mans) wansdenaaudfnunuagiugues

'
o

lrvuna (aewusieg) Adiilodudi Ao luwdowarlingzdns
(Makchumpon et al., 2015) FeonvesuneToudiouan
sukuumasylauuusame fdntulutshevedidenny
95 Tu \innsasadulupaaauNeSN@YL (Perimysium
colLagen)IuLf':alﬁgasTTu (Das et al., 2010) %amamaﬁmdn
oaduvilduavnidmaionaadyiulnveiun (e
Wusing) AnadinidlenSeuiisuiulndiainuns (mand)
Tutaananils

mnRsavnnaavedlasii 900-1,200 N5
wuin annsoBundsaninlididainuns (mand) damans
flonguszanas 11 §Uawi (Figure 1) Fseglutreiilashia

s

nums (Aans) Insasaiulaiviasanilaums @eg

wve) uazanmsiiguslaasesnisiadianens (mans) 7
fwdnduaneligeauiuluvsznousunmaesyivia
snlunadudu Jedsmadenissdndandad unans
fulrums (@eiusiag) Fnanadesnislidifidminigadle
uilnaulofifinuandfionzi Ssnuautfimdniudodld
srgrialunsaiing Wy mainreaallnumesliduy uag
usfuunsnludefifiutumueny fidmalaonswesarfuay
saduifavoaile Snitadlenuantuwuliunsesoivinves
lrwns (@euding) Addmindifistuganiilidida
inwng (mans) visaneny 14 dawiduly (Figure 1) 39
anunsnagulé Iisaesanefusisunuunmsiainauln
atuayusanINENTINIIAN

venanil Asfimsivsandnuseniamii Ao e
uaneh (Aiuuls) veswiindsrrndliusiagsamely
nuuSuassEranaITUS RS UL e iy (Table 2)
Tnelunmsmesliisaesnduiusiemaudeauumnasgu
osdnuaupviinglutag 291-303.67 N3 uawilefiansan
wenAuNguRLg wuh Snvzmidndvedlasmianuns
(enam ) Tendhudoauuinmsgu 3.18-332.65 n3u Tuvae
i lAums (@anestudiag) flA 2.41-264.79 n¥u A RS



yonmtndluusazdsenguedlasdanuns (mans) g9
nldiuns @eiugiey) Gededdn aeldanmmsdanis
uazAunadeuioariu lddanums (mans) fenuuususu
mMaiugnssuannndlniune (@efugiay) uansliiuds
Temalumsdaidenuazyuusaiusiuanseiu ledn iy
Usgynslianuiduudsmeiugnssuasindmwaliinisfnden

1,600

WolLMuNTan vuraannfeiuIngUssaruaIn1sUsulss

WUSLAAB9TU (van der Werf, 2022) uanainil nnsAaLden

HUSLALANAILAMURUKUITVNINUGNTTUTDIUTEYINTBEN
AowlpsanivayuliiAnauimimanugnssuvesUssyng
loognadadu (Sosa-Madrid et al., 2023)

1,400
1,200
1,000
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Body weight (g)

400

200

0 1 1 1 1 1 1

4 5 6 7 8

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Age (Week)

Figure 1 Growth pattern of Nin Kaset (Sart; NK), Betong (KU Line; BT), and overall chickens

N15USTUIUUINUNAD LALLUUINGDY
WUUII88Y Gomperzt nonlinear ANIONNBYNIUIL

v

sefuiiaes uagnsanneswuwsEAUTiaTL gnasieiulng
litoyaoguarthuiinvasldmfanums (mans) uagliums
(eiituging) Aruuansnssswisimingaiussanmedne
wuusaestnedy wazdmiineds (rweaiaiedeulunis
vueen) fuuuslunuegsswinengusiug (Table 3) il
wuudass Gomperzt nonlinear Winnuaaandaulunis
iungA1egluyie -21.87 + 330.44 4 99.77 + 89.45 N3
aeiade 2036 + 10.82 n3u dwsuladdainuns (mans)
way 33.52 = 12.12 n3u dwiulniuns (@neiudiag)] du
samaeemyUwsERUTiaedliaueaandeulumsig
Aeglutae -64.93 + 4.00 §4 51.83 + 4.00 n3u [Inenads
0.86 + 0.84 n3u dwsuladfanuns (Aans) way 0.65 +
0.95 n3u dwduliiuns @eviuding)] luvuedl msanaes
wyunsziuiianiinunaiandeulumsiuneegly
19 -72.40 + 4.24 §1 61.09 + 4.24 n3y (lnewad 1.35 +
0.89 n3u dwiulienilainuns (Mans) uag 1.31 + 1.00 N3
dmiulaiung (aesiuging)]

dwmsumsinsanuuuiaesiivangauiiagn dwmiy
mshuneetmtindvediadmiainuns (mans) wazldung
(aneviuging) Turiseny 1-16 vt anmnsafin1santaann
A5 lmed AIC, AICC, BIC, -2logl waz R? (Table 4) il
W1501A1 AIC, AICC, BIC thag -2logl Waazliuudnass lng
FesdduanAesluaIn WUl NIINRENLINTEAY
flaea fiAdananeiiiian luvaig uwuudaes Gomperzt
nonlinear fiAgefign Tnelvrndizinnuduiuglulufiama
Fenfuszinsndeyaveslidiainuns (mans) it AIC
= 9,564 014 10,362, AICC = 9,564 913 10,362, BIC = 9,587
§910,376, -2logl = 9,554 £i1 10,356 wagliumd (@ewug
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Table 3 Mean and standard deviation of the residuals at a particular age from fitting different models for the
body weight (g) of Nin Kaset (Sart) and Betong (KU Line) chickens

Age Gompertz nonlinear model Second-degree polynomial  Third-degree polynomial
(week) Nin Kaset Betong Nin Kaset Betong Nin Kaset Betong
Initial -5.98 + 27.35 -4.35 +20.02 1198 +3.06 -885+352 2898+324 1589 + 3.73
1 7.74 +11.48 9.99 +90.00 7.44 +306 471 +352 1277 +324 1123 +373
2 20.25 + 21.17 2223+ 1726 498 +3.06 12.17 +3.52 2.88 + 3.24 6.92 + 373
3 24.71 + 38.49 24.68 + 2959 -321 +3.06 521 +352 -9.49 + 3.24 -6.39 + 3.73
4 35.44 + 53.35 29.09 + 39.06 -11.18 + 3.06 1.80 + 3.57 -19.35+ 324 -12.20 + 3.78
5 30.61 + 71.79 4542 + 4729 -9.11 +322 324 +357 -1793 +3.41 -9.58 + 3.78
6 12.46 + 88.50 52.38 + 53.60 -25.46 + 3.25 -14.40 + 357 -32.66 + 3.44  -23.84 + 3.78
7 2.84 + 106.84 71.13 + 5957 -1521+325 -711+357 -1994+344 -12.10+3.78
8 0.64 + 122.22 67.57 +69.24 -9.88 +3.25 -1273+361 -12.10+3.44 -13.27 +3.83
9 11.67 + 136.03 79.97 + 79.00 -0.55+ 325 -8.44 + 361 -1.00 + 3.44 -5.59 +3.83
10 212 + 160.91 99.77 +89.45 1882+ 325 230+3.61 18.70+3.44 6.22 + 3.83
11 51.62 + 176.66 13.31 + 151.39 2380 +4.00 3.08 +4.46 3051 +4.24 1838 +4.72
12 28.71 + 200.89 20.60 + 168.64 7.67 +4.00 1578 +4.46  16.62+4.24 3326+ 4.72
13 69.60 + 228.18 11.89 + 188.76 51.83 +4.00 1143 +4.46 61.09 +4.24 2724 +4.72
14 54.10 + 258.77 30.22 + 212,16 3338 +4.00 31.86+ 446 4040+ 424 41.09 +4.72
15 21.54 + 292.82 14.79 + 239.14 -582 +4.00 1491 +4.46 -4.17 +4.24  11.65+4.72
16 -21.87 + 330.44  -18.91 + 258.86 -64.93 + 400 -4385 +4.46 -72.40 + 424 -66.58 + 4.72

Table 4 Comparison of growth models for the body weight estimated of Nin Kaset (Sart) and Betong (KU Line)

chickens

Fit statistics

Gompertz nonlinear model

Second-degree polynomial

Third-degree polynomial

Nin Kaset Betong Nin Kaset Betong Nin Kaset Betong
AIC 10,362 8,179 9,564 7,284 9,570 7,285
AlCC 10,362 8,179 9,564 7,284 9,570 7,285
BIC 10,376 8,192 9,587 7,301 9,589 7,307
-2logL 10,356 8,173 9,554 7,276 9,562 7,275
R’ 0.877 0.922 0.875 0.922 0.877 0.922

AIC = Akaike information criterion, AICC = corrected Akaike information criterion, BIC = Schwarz Bayesian information

criterion, -2logl = -2log Likelihood, R* = the coefficient of determination
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