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Abstract: A total of 630 male and 630 female Pradu Hang Dam x Hubbard JA 57 Ki crossbred native chickens
at 10 weeks of age was randomly allocated into 6 groups of 3 replicates. They were raised in an open house
during 11 - 15 weeks of age and fed with diets containing 17 % vs 15 % CP. Each CP level contained 3 ME
levels (3.2 vs 2.9 vs 2.6 kcal/ g) based on a 2 x 3 factorial in RCBD having sex as a block. The result revealed
that no significant interaction between CP and ME on all parameters. The 17 % CP diets gave significantly
better BWG, ADG, FCR and feed cost per kg BWG (FCG) than 15 % CP diets. The FI, mortality and carcass
composition were not different (P> 0.05). Decreasing dietary ME from 3.2 to 2.9 or 2.6 kcal/g gave higher Fl,
BWG but worse FCR and FCG, while the 2.9 kcal ME / g diet gave the highest BWG and ADG (P < 0.05).
Neither CP nor ME had significant effect on carcass percentage and carcass composition, except the
gizzard and abdominal fat which were higher (P < 0.05) with the decreasing level of ME. Male had
significantly higher growth, nutrient intake and carcass composition but lower breast meat and abdominal
fat than female (P < 0.05). Sex had no significant effect on FCR, FCG, mortality rate, the percentage of thigh
meat and wing (P> 0.05). The optimum ration for this crossbred native chicken during 11 - 15 weeks of age
should contain 17 % CP with 2.9 kcal ME/g.

Keywords: Crossbred native chicken, Pradu Hang Dam chicken, Hubbard JA 57 Ki, protein, metabolizable

energy, production performance
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undnda: Wiignuanfiuidestlszguiedn x fuunaiaie 57 in'le (Hubbard JA 57 Ki) @1g 10 dany
wraz 630 A9 duuiallu 6 ngu 7 a3 51 1M9LHUNIINARBILLL 2 x 3 factorial in RCBD Tnailineiilu
block 1581113 6 g3 AB CP 2 92AL (17 % WAz 15%) ME 3 961 An 3.2, 2.9 uAY 2.6 keal/g I%Lgﬂxﬂﬁfmgl
11-15 ddanef TulseFeununde wudn A nduiugssudng CP uay ME sluvlﬂmﬁ'ﬁnm 81U1T 17 %
cP i linnaasyEuls (BWG), FRuantinwin (FCR) uazfuyuAne1113 (FCG) Andn 15% CP (P<0.05)
mui_l?mmmmiﬁﬁuiﬁ FI) 8m99N19618 LL@”@qm’ﬂi”ﬂfaumniﬂLLmﬂsmﬁu (P>0.05) N19aA ME a1n 3.2
vu 2.9 w30 2.6 keal/g N1 FI LAz BWG mmu WAN FCR Wway FCG Aaaas lnaszau 2.9 kcal ME/g 1
BWG uay ADG Afign (P<0.05) JaszH U CP uay ME”Luwmm@mmwmmm vavAlsznaugnn andu
NIENITUA Lmﬂwulum@wmw@;wumfa@mwml ME (P < 0.05) W8naNNENLI9 linwadd Fluaz BWG
iqmﬁqﬁmdqumﬂ WATEIAUIENALTINANIN LLﬁﬁLﬁ@fanLmﬂmﬁuhﬁmﬁmﬁﬁﬂfiﬂmmﬁﬁ (P<0.05) Tnusd
welifinasia FCR, FCG §msnnsme sounadadausasifeasinnuazin @;mmm@ﬁmmmuz&’m?ﬂ
Tignuaniuilesaneiugilugasany 11 - 15 dilani fia 17% CP, 2.9 keal ME/g.

AdnAny: Tngnuasiiies Tndszgueen Induunfaaie 57 wnle Wesiu wasauldiszlemnd anssnninnin
NIUAR

AN pantuliudiugdszianiailenslyd Geazd
Amangnlunnsliflage ailuBununisuas
AN ea (native chicken) WlulanAwlneg antililaauauninndldudlnfnuilesvany

Aeudsaiunuunanedenil 1 sz logdudn Winsa 1ﬁ@Jﬂmmmﬁymﬁmmzﬁﬁﬁmmmnww
grunslfiie mudanisenaunsiuguangn  satndzesile ledaaueses ieuduy filasy
wnsilanuarunsnlnawuicludunisinls a1 dwdsaduliiudles uifaussanmniauan
NM7Asagn uazAanunIusalia adalsfia  (Maednidvln nisfueng uazdRmuanitin
lesannlifudlestimassyfled flsz@ninm Andn) sasalddununisranandnlituiledas
A9l anmn2mn (85191 wanuaming ANg) 9T (Tangtaweewipat et al., 2000)

fanmarunanlunilildsdan faduglasee aq1iu Wrfudndln nadandnarans
sanafiuiunanisuanliiieemesanauie wazdRSin puznEAsANARS LuAnended el
lunstslng Teldnmguiuetneseiios mumenn  Idnanlignranszudnanefuideaiugilszy
224 Office of Agricultural Economics (2020) $2141 WNAAUUNAUEEULNSA 1918 57 1ale (Hubbard JA
T w.at. 2553 fuunnddinudlesalszmasauan 57 K dewsiliwugiiduliffudelnaudsm
70.80 UM WAL AT WA, 2562 AL 2563 & FUu1Fm (Hubbard, 2019) Hane oz udusas
§1UNU 74.96 WAz 82.13 AU Wiawfudnay (recessive gene) ﬁﬂﬁgﬂiﬁ‘ﬁ'Lﬁmml,l,wumim@u
dszanns 16% wafdeldifaanasianonseanis  Wugdedudguansusuasanandfimiauiy

Faazinlaainsiatannine il eslTinme wa Aa lntlszguiannganan (Niyamcom, 2019) @4
= o | A Aaa ) = ] o o Ao o o - ]
Weouduliided@ie (oroiler) azdsangendndy  Anduguansacineu iudnansniaasli
2-3 w1 (80 Wauiu 30 unsafilaniu; daya  gnuana‘awudid Tnoudanldaiuouilszuin
41909 R auNquILY 2564) Aaeinn il Aeligeia 40,000 Aasiathen nwansun llimeaduligu

a ] & P [ S 4 o , Y $ Aa o o
nsuanlignuaniuies lnaldnalifuiles  esmieluniamilenialyl (qau fanddiwmd
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wuanenaedeslud: Tl laRRN
luduemissadlignuanituiies 3

HUNAINRALATAER LN 7 1 Hin3daneenu

AN 8171 Chomchai et al. (1998) 31819711497

a3l e usnnllsfiu (CP) 17.4 % waagnuld

SIEAIE (metabohzable energy; ME) 3.01 kcal/g
’Lu"l,n@ﬂmmu‘wra‘wummﬂumeuﬁmmia—
Trnlafuauduns-urfwasinean (N x Shanghai-
RIR-BPR) Wfuan1saseyiulniiswasd funu
AN81%1957 4 Tangtaweewipat et al. (2000)
aa1udn ignuasvieiudleslszguasiuul
Wuglsalafuauduns-nainienas wiaealus
(N x RIR-BAR or Redbro) FenanTagLsEMIanTY

uiands Tudasengyln 1-5,6-10 uaz 11-13 dilanf

aRTa MaflanzanAe 21% CP, 2.9 keal ME/g,
17 % CP, 2.9 kcal ME/g Lae 15% CP, 2.6 kcal
ME/g RMNATAL AaN1 Pingmuang et al. (2001)
LAY Tananchai et al. (2001) "Lo%’ﬁﬂwﬂuirigﬂmu
fuiileq x Redbro 19481 6-10 49 Ineludaq
Aounnaesldliennnshimunzanniuise sy
131ae Tangtaweewipat et al. (2000) 1510741
WAL zgmmm?ﬁ'mmmuﬁ@ 17 % CP, 2.9 kcal
ME/g daulniwwaiilie Ae 17 % CP, 2.6 kcal ME/g
YNuadlAeaiy Tananchai et al. (2001) 91&ANMA
’Luiﬁmmﬁuﬁ:ﬁlwﬁmmq 11-13 dda9i IneTudas
Aeunmaedldlionmnsimunzannniisneauly
Imel Tangtaweewipat et al. (2000) Ilae Pingmuang
et al. (2001) U31ng91 emsimnnzanduivln
JageaneRe 15 % CP, 2.6 keal ME/g il Feany
eaudradunudn livageamaaziindngm
AARIANNNIIANTEAL CP UALANTUAILNIIAAR
2189 ME lugnsaiuns é’qmwﬁ:mmm:ﬁu CP
waz ME a9l FCR daeas @21 Nguyen and
Bunchasak (2005) 31¢1971491 1A AR U At
NMANLIANHATANART (Batong KU line) Tudag
IAan (818 0-6 d1lanif) qmamuwﬁmmmuﬁ@
17-18 % CP, 3.0 keal ME/g dautaalnigu (a1e 6-
12 §1mn9f) Aa 19 % CP, 3.0 kcal ME/g (Nguyen
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et al., 2010) d1usulnlasne ﬁﬁl\uﬂuqﬂmamwdw
veRuileamAnamiennafuudAug una. nan
Tnanudnendamatuladqound Maliwan et al.
(2017) 97297490 mmiﬁmmmﬂum\ﬂﬁmq 0-2,
2-5,5-8,8-10 wuaz 10-13 4lanf Ao 81119
ddagunianeffia 21,19, 17, 15 uaz 14 % CP
dasanniidunuatenisin uazlifinaidusie
naselAuls warAIAINTIN
Tunsilaedlignuansznineiefuiies
WugdszauaaiuulRugduunsn 1awe 57 1ale

) ]
a  a

uanlaavfudnddnuesunninendedaslug
warkAnlaaUTEMIeNTUEY 9 annaneuns 698
¥ ‘ﬂl v ] o o ] 1o v
dayaeaenislieunsedieandn douluejdnli
a1msdniagUnianisdnriingnlnileluszes
lidn erunsgninlaluszazlifu wazeiunsln
Wuesluszaryu ea1aldmuizan Ay
dl & 1 v d’j 1
Wedudszloniddenyamnsfiaeslignuan
wummmﬂwuﬁmnmqmwmu feilaqiufl
AN MR BRI US wAuNN kazifleily
wuanedusuglsznaunisu@nauisdndly
n1suanaInIsd1FagUn1eanIsAI U iy
v dy ' dﬂl 1 dglﬂ =
wnwasnsgaeslndssinnilsield n1maaeliaad
YanusrasdiNaAnuaniszdy CP uay ME
winnzanluanmetasliany 11-15 dilanf

L4 aa
AUnsaluazlians

AnINaaag
lngnuannewuglszguiamiuudnug
fuunsa 1aie 57 1Al 91g 194 a1uew 1,700 5 1w
weduaznideTinas 850 6 gnliusazndides
weniwlulsefewdlnaunn 12 x 50 wms Gautic
aanii 2 491 (VRIAAIUAZ 12 X 20 LNFT) ﬁ‘ﬁuﬁmw
nanlredauduiidng druiuldauinll fdeu
LAATAIU (ﬁfh) Waaslimalomanis Tnaides
wwutsesity funauilusansesity ludaslieny
1-10 dilansk Wevnsfin 19 % CP, 3.2 keal ME/g
wileufunsaaund ieliengasy 10 ddand
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(18 70 ) mm@@ﬂiﬂwmmmumm mmwmm”
LE9UT9 SIUALNARE 630 Fa DU mindalede
0.76 Alansu Tr;mLWﬂ@.LL@wamuﬂuu’muﬂmm@m
0.78 WAy 0.74 Alaniu muasU mn&u@imu_iqiri
wiazinAeanidu 6 ngu 7 as 31 1 8% 3569
THlunsazanaeslunanauin 2 x4 s a4y
pandoaiutaunielulssGeuiufinans tne
wiazdereslssBouilnantdaadiuay 18 aan 14
Aeslimwalamanilouen

BIWSNARD

BIMNINARBIH 6 49 UsznauAag CP 2
S2AU A 17 WA 15 % WAAZTZAL CP J ME 3 3241
Af 3.2, 2.9 WAY 2.6 kcallg NIHANUATANUITUGAS
a9 b ldsunsud3agyl (Least cost formulation)
28R A URIUINTA F9N8IAT 22NTmA 91T
Fealuad Wuduan Faifluamnsainea (mash form)
Tnefualiiinsnezufianidu 1dun wnlslediu
(Met) F3unaslsdiasndn 0.43 uaz 0.41 % dauladv
(Lys) ) ldfeendn 0.85 waz 0.70 % 1ummmmi
A/ 17 % uaz 15 % CP ANANAL mmmﬂiwmu
1/1LLu:uﬂﬁ’Lﬁ"lu@Jmmmﬂnha;umgwuﬁfluLﬂ@@ﬂ
liinanauazilaen1aidans naname uuzialild
Met lifaendn 0.23 uaz 0.25 % @24 Lys llilen

n91 0.56 waz 0.60 % ludadlieny 6-12 §lauf

daudaalneny 12-18 dlaaf wuzd IWdSun
Met laifaaindn 0.19 uaz 0.20 % d9u Lys ”Luum
N97 0.42 WAL 0.45 % AANANFY (NRC, 1994) v1ei
¥ a v A ¥ o a A gy

dudnldiden dTngavaief 14vialllunanisd
it nannfuRaanaaaniIInaaaadungn 5
Aunaf (a1gln 11-15 dilanid) Tineaesusazing
= ] . W o

GeflinAns 6 nqu gngulildsueumaang
4a9lngm TNty AIUUNUNIINARBILUY 2 X 3
factorial in randomized completely block design
(RCBD) ) o i o ol g blook”l,ﬂmm@mwnmim
iumLL@ mmmm\umuw (ad libitum) Juae 2
% i uazifiuiiioan 7.00 LAz 17.00 4. AAeA
N19INARAY
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NSAATIZNRIMTNARRILAIALIaYA

quan1manaangnslilimsnyiiun
perdsznaunitaafinadseund (proximate
analysis) A1u 1914 Tne AOAC (2005) Tn e fin
DM, CP, EE, CF uag ash 81984614 AOAC Official
Method 934.01, 2001.11, 920.39, 962.09 hwa ¢
942.05 AN AU TuassRAn %NFE AUy
AINA1 %DM - %ash - %EE - %CP - %CF @214
NNSAAEHAMAENIUIN (GE) luemsldiaTeq
bomb calorimeter ju AC-500 (LECO Instruments
Ltd, Thailand)

19U ayAATUANTIDNINNITHAR LAY
annstiindmindalilaedeliuusannnaaly
LLﬁi@:ﬂ};’wLﬁfaﬁuﬁuwmfaﬂuiﬁmq 11 ddanif uay
Lﬁ@?;ummmimmmﬁmﬂiﬁ 15 dUaiviTysal ATl
Tmuﬁiﬂmuqmmuuﬂmmu (body weight gain,
BWG) Lmuumuﬂmmmmammu (average daily
gain, ADG) muﬂimmmmiwnu (feed intake, FI)
Tufinnnasaiily udatihanAuans aevinarwnsdi
m%@@@mﬁ@éu@mmsmmm A nuA AR
Lmﬂﬁwﬂﬂ (feed conversion ratio, FCR) a1n/3u14
awnsRnuAi i WAZATUIDIFIUYUANRTYNT
ﬁi@ﬂ’mﬁlmﬁ’mﬂ'ﬂﬁq (feed cost per gain, FCG) a1n
[('a"mml,mmi’mﬁn X SIANRIMNIFBNIANTN) / “LE’]WLIT]
&Tmﬁu] dausmanniaan uaznisfaliesn Wesan
finng viaRaouBauniau | Tuitnnasadieny
Wi udavin Tl Auanniluattesaziileduga
N1INAREL

lugunninmann sidleduganimanes
TneguidenlifdlimindlndiAeaiuAaaeaes
LAAZEN MUUARLINA STLIUNARE 2 FareT) 113D
wiiuwneaz 6 faslangw Wiliaaanmsidungd 12
Falusnaunnataumas antsufintnmingaiaan
(live weight) LANINITINAL mmﬁm?mmm
yiufinsivingn (FitlsrAanniin A? uazLdg) m‘wuﬂ
IANATENY (ALUAZNIZNIZLA) Tudanaassn (Lu‘ﬂ
an azinn Was 1n) wazluduludesias Ineneudlu
f?@ﬂ@wmﬁwﬁﬂﬁmnﬂ'u (% hot carcass weight)
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dAnsuidafidusannAuaiaInUIRI NG/
Wudnliudesn (1811aenean LATDAUT) AT
fngl 100

nsItATIzRd Ry

sindayad I iR sl sisan
(ANOVA) AnelLNUAT AL 2 x 3 factorial in RCBD
WA ITH U UAIIHULANG 199U NN gN A0
Duncan’s new multiple range test ﬁl’]ﬁdﬁi:ﬂ_ﬂ'ﬁ"ﬂﬂﬂ
Steel et al. (1997) Ing/ldTsunsug5agnieadin
(SAS Version 6.12.0.1 Software)

NUNAABIR AN FuFasTn nnadan
dmadanfuasdndin anisinmasAan s
wmaneaedeslud Tnanisayuig N9
AABAAUNTRNTAT Y LaZN1TTANIIAY 1 UUR
A llsunsneeannfudndln nnAlandnadnans
wazdndin amanendedadlul ynisznis

NANSANBILAZIANTOL
24 F{ﬂizﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂ'\ﬂl’ﬂ ﬁ‘ll’ﬂ\‘]’ﬂ']ﬂ']ﬁ‘ﬂ ANRAN

TnaugndnAnyaeegasanis toun Tdshu
Tty Waly wazId199981119MAADINN 6 §A9

A1 efle waneldlu Table 1 AA1lnaAEaR D

Aruadly iuaadaaduAl GE N leann

q
AN
g

o) Sho

AIIEWERTRINNINAREY WU HANFN9TY

)

7

N

5
1n

wanaInid anuanisiamedseaudalaluaimis

FUATUILaNns 200 keal TIRHAITNLANF N
v

gwpaaiudn MEAlan1vualddumaaiu

NARBINA 6 A4RTAINATT NN zgmmmiﬁ'ﬁ ME
wie GE szsumn azdifialagelu dailulylu
fan1aAgafuA T A uanl sieiidesannd
nldsmnAnunavdials ldur srdaazidanlu
ARIDINIITALIG witapeldSunaudiele luszsy
Funnh WF1 naafe flszdt 2.5-35 % uaz 3.5-
8.0 % Mulidaaeny 1-8 uar 8-19 4w muansu
(Hubbard, 2019) wsadlszaulaiiiu 8 % lua1uis
1ﬁ1ﬂiizﬂx§'umﬁ0 (Tangtaweewipat et al., 1996)

ANTTONMNNITHAR
anNN13lFeNuNIRaeATEETN1INARRY 5
Flarfludadlieny 11-15 a1l nawansldly
Table 2 Usangdn TdwupUfauwuS (interaction)
URITZAL CP ey ME (P> 0.05) ‘Lunﬂﬁ’ﬂwmzﬁ
= dl a o o £ U $%
Anw Wanansuntladauanmnu CP wuan n13le

819NN CP 3vA 14 (17%) WHas uanssann

Table 1. Chemical composition of experimental diets (% air dry basis)

Level of CP (%) in diet 17% 15%

Level of ME (kcal/g) in diet 3.2 29 2.6 3.2 29 26
DM 91.66 91.65 92.94 91.70 87.13 86.81
CP 17.24 17.16 17.04 15.70 15.23 15.05
EE 7.50 4.73 4.21 7.18 4.40 4.14
CF 3.80 5.70 7.52 3.83 5.20 7.1
Ash 5.07 7.74 9.36 6.23 8.24 10.70
NFE 58.05 56.32 54.81 58.76 54.06 49.81
GE (kcal/g) 4.046 3.821 3.602 3.960 3.799 3.539

Analyzed at Feed Lab., Department of Animal and Aquatic Sciences, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University

DM = dry matter, CP= crude protein, EE = ether extract, CF = crude fiber, NFE = nitrogen free extract; GE = gross energy
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N1su@n (BWG, ADG, FCR) ke uyuA181%13
m@umuﬂmmu 1Alanfu (FCG) Andanasled
CP s AUAN (15 %) ad il Tad Aty (P < 0.05)
TR USu M e I LA TERTINTIANY
TduAns1afiw (P >0.05) a1usuiladasiu ME
wudn IiAue i sld it ve it dn Ay

N138MavT895zAL ME Tugasanuns asdana 1

AT vinein i (BWG waz ADG) Qq%u Tnefiss i
2.9 keal ME/g l5f BWG uaz ADG gafiga uansin
mﬂmﬂmmu 2.6 uaz 3.2 keal ME/g (P < 0.05)
YaNaNTNLI mﬂummiwmmumm 2 9¥AU
(3.2 ua¥ 2.9 keal ME/g) l¥A1 FCR way FCG An4n
151819 INAI9UAN (2.6 keal ME/g; P < 0.05)
Tuanuefignsnisnig ldunnsnefu (P > 0.05;
Table 2)

nnsfileansydu P luenunsann 17 %
il 15 % 1115 BWG uaz ADG 384lnianasiy
farmmiesaintifueruisldlaisaeiu fe
IA5uaTuan 3.31 uaz 3.34 Alanfusasfa AMNAAL
Aedana W lA145UU3u 00 CP (CP intake) s2%19
& U Met way Lys (Met and Lys intake) CRICEY
nsnezfilusdudlndnanaduddui 1 uay 2
(1* and 2™ limiting amino acids) anaalldaaniu
nawm"l,ﬂmm AU CP m@u@”l,m"l,mmmvl,ﬂu
i) ) InTuzAInanalunuIng Aty sadam iaeann
Fadinldsiiulddilenssnsedn nsaseyiivin

nsliiile Iiun naanaunisila uaznisdunug

susaflugouiseneuaesimad enzyme #8511
waznfiAuTY (Cheva-lsarakul, 2003) Ms#ilisl BWG
uaz ADG deld5uemnsi 17 % CP 44n91 15 %
CP u ARAARBIAL TangtaweeW|pat et al. (2000)
‘wvl,mﬂﬂm‘LuvLﬂ@ﬂmﬁm”mwwwummﬂivmuw-
ALLsRUgLen TS (N x Redbro) Tutdasangln 1-13
dlanef fisnaanndn mﬂﬁ’mmiﬁ'ﬁ CP 5L/ LG4
Azl lA T minFafiunanndn luaneiny
annsldanaaileauiunisly cP szdusn
NIULLALINLNANITAN 1284 Phaitong (2017)

lulinszgnalasanisnansdasany 1- 13 §1a i
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Wa e Songsee et al. (2020) NAnu1 lulAwsanay
9181911491 n9lFRmnIRal CP $2AUE (19 % CP)
M1 1% BWG, FCR, ADG Wz CP intake Andn CP
SLAUAN (17 % CP) at19ldud1ATy dmiunedl
n1sanszau CP luauisaslneldduanseny
satsu1neIunsiuiy aenadesry Liu ef 4l
(2015) 17;ﬁnwﬂuin’mzqﬂﬁﬁzil”wmm”wmﬂﬁ
@115 12, 14, 16, 18 UAZ 20 % CP lugasang 7-12
#laef lilnan I lnniue i sunnmneiy (P >
0.05)

n1sanseaU ME lugnsa1uisaenali
IifAuawnsldifindu (Table 2) u a1adaniug
iegannlingnenufivewnsite Iy lésuLsun o
NAWNIU (ME) WiNeNNaAUAINARINI3U29518N 8
fadl Mbajiorgu et al. (2011) nan941 naziuenuns
AUlAFUNAIINUATUAINANNABINITAINY AT U
aanndasiusEIIud Y °] 1% Phaitong (2017),
Pingmuang et al. (2001), Tananchai et al. (2001),
Tangtaweewipat et al. (2000) L@ £ Songsee et al.
(2020) el nalurnue i an iy uazainnisila
Auavnsld i nduilie st edena 1A IE T Sun o
Tnguzifingu v ldlifinsssyduladiu s
Cheva-Isarakul (2003) lenanqa19131a9 asinglsfia
nsl¥anmsi s ME sz usingn (2.6 keal ME/g)
¥nliAn FCR daandnnisliemsiid 3.2 uay 2.9
kcal ME /g (P < 0.05) %qdqmaiﬁﬁunuﬁﬂmmi
Qa%uduﬁu Tnelunisinenadell nsldenns
7151 ME 5261 2.9 keal /g It BWG uaz ADG gafign
LANAN9aINN3IH LAY 2.6 LAz 3.2 kcal ME/g
(P<0.05; Table 2) aamAR a4 U Hidayat et al.
(2016) 2181911447 VLﬁQﬂN&NﬁuLﬁ‘ﬂ\i‘ﬂﬂ\iﬂ?:mﬂ
Aulnl@efldszAnsnannisnanimunvauiile
TWgnsa1nisiiil 2.9 keal ME/g Haueaiiaarfy
718491UU8Y Pingmuang et al. (2001), Tananchai
et al. (2001) waz Tangtaweewipat et al. (2000) 17{1@”
Anelulignuanituiflesszguasiiuusinug
isnlus P ldnannldud
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Table 2. Production performance of Pradu Hang Dam x Hubbard JA 57 Ki crossbred native chickens fed

diets containing varying levels of CP and ME during 11-15 weeks of age

Initial BW BWG ADG Fl FCG Mortality
Variables FCR

(kg/bird)  (kg/bird) (g/bird) (kg / bird) (THB/kg BWG) (%)

Mean of main effect:
Level of CP in diet (%)
17 0.75£0.07  0.95+0.14™ 27.01x4.09"™ 3.3120.53  3.52+0.35" 47.95+3.80" 1.10£0.12
15 0.77+0.02 0.83x0.14"  23.97+3.93" 3.3410.78 3.9720.50" 52.01#5.26"  1.17%0.07
Level of ME in diets (kcal/g)

3.2 0.76£0.06  0.74x0.09° 21.19+2.56° 2.56:0.33" 3.45+0.12" 47.63+1.48" 1.09£0.14
2.9 0.75+0.07 1.01£0.13*  28.78+3.71°  3.55+0.12" 3.58+0.49" 48.02+5.80" 1.15+0.08
2.6 0.77£0.02  0.93x0.117  26.49+1.48"  3.88+0.32" 4.20+0.37° 54.29+3.69° 1.17+0.08
CP x ME

17 3.2 0.76+0.08 0.78+0.05 22.33+1.30 2.65x0.21 3.40+0.26 47.94£3.56  1.02+0.81
2.9 0.72+0.09 1.10+0.04 31.40+1.12 3.5656+0.27 3.23+0.26 44.29+£3.58  1.18+0.92

26 0.77+0.04 0.96+0.07 27.29+1.90 3.73x0.14 3.91+0.28 51.63+£3.72  1.11x0.87

15 3.2 0.76£0.06 0.70+0.10 20.05+2.99 2.46+0.37 3.50+0.20 47.32£2.69  1.16x0.90
2.9 0.78+0.06 0.92+0.12 26.16+3.51 3.54+0.13 3.92+0.49 51.75#6.44  1.11x0.87
26 0.78+0.05 0.90£0.07 25.70+2.13 4.03+0.36  4.49+0.25 56.95£3.19  1.21+0.94

Sex:

Male 0.78+0.02" 0.93+0.12" 26.61+3.39" 3.50+3.15"  3.7840.47  50.09+4.94  1.10+2.15

Female 0.74+0.05° 0.85+0.17° 24.37+4.82° 3.15+0.68° 3.71+0.51  49.98+2.99  1.17+2.23

P-value:

CP 0.224 0.001 0.001 0.587 0.001 0.006 0.855

ME 0.523 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.005 0.978

CP x ME 0.450 0.082 0.077 0.102 0.061 0.058 0.956

Sex 0.007 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.529 0.513 0.821

SEM 0.01 0.02 0.71 0.10 0.08 0.93 0.14
Ju—

Values with no common superscript differ significantly (P < 0.05) when tested with Duncan’s new multiple range

test following analysis of variance

Feed cost (THB/kg): 17 % CP, 3.2 kcal ME/g = 14.10; 17 % CP, 2.9 kcal ME/g = 13.70; 17 % CP, 2.6 kcal ME/g = 13.20; 15
% CP, 3.2 kcal ME/g = 13.50; 15 % CP, 2.9 kcal ME/g = 13.20; and 15 % CP, 2.6 kcal ME/g = 12.70

Culling rate of all groups were 2.3-2.7 % without significant difference among the groups

ME = metabolizable energy, CP = crude protein, SEM = standard error of the mean
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Table 3. Carcass composition of Pradu Hang Dam x Hubbard JA 57 Ki crossbred native chickens fed diets

containing various levels of CP and ME during 11 - 15 weeks of age

Carcass Carcass composition (% hot carcass)
Variables

(%) Breast Thigh' Drumstick’ Wing Liver Gizzard Fat’

Mean of main effect:

Level of CP in diet (%)

17 75.14£2.09 18.81+0.74 18.59+0.20 16.10+0.55 14.94+0.22 2.78+0.41 2.82+0.44 2.21+0.77
15 74.60£1.32 18.54+0.61 18.41+0.68 15.97+0.65 14.78+0.27 2.92+0.62 2.91+0.56 2.35+0.64

Level of ME in diets (kcal/g)

3.2 74.0241.16  18.33+0.48 17.27+0.45 16.30+0.45 14.93x0.22 2.90+0.62 2.27+0.11" 1.6520.65

2.9 74.86+0.65 18.82+0.59 16.60+0.93 15.86+0.93 14.84+0.30 2.78+0.30 3.10£0.19° 2.31+0.42

2.6 74744232  18.88+0.03 16.42+0.32 15.94+0.32 14.82+0.29 2.88+0.56 3.23+0.26° 2.89+0.22"
CP x ME

17 3.2 7455239 18.61£1.94 16.30+0.87 16.23£1.89 14.98+1.17 2.74+0.77 2.29+0.14  1.36+0.63
2.9 7449256 19.30+2.02 16.78+0.87 15.90+1.01 14.96+0.98 2.75+0.29 3.01+x0.31  2.42+0.69
2.6 7537£220 18.52+2.62 17.56+£1.24 16.16x1.25 14.88+£1.04 2.85+0.42 3.15+0.34 2.85+1.24
15 3.2 7548+7.72 18.04+4.12 16.99+1.35 16.36£1.66 14.76+1.45 3.06£0.50 2.23+0.44 1.92+0.67
2.9 7422222 18.35+2.52 16.41£1.17 15.82+1.16 14.72£1.09 2.80+0.36 3.18+0.33 2.19+0.75

26 74.11£574 10.24x320 16.33£1.66 15.72+1.17 14.87+2.23 2.91+0.33 3.31+x0.34 2.92+0.78

Sex:

Male 75.06£0.66" 17.11£0.72° 16.68+0.44 16.56+0.44" 15.07+0.07 3.01+0.35" 2.99+0.54" 1.95+0.71°
Female 73.68£1.82° 20.25+0.63" 16.64+0.38 15.50+0.38° 14.65:0.16 2.69+0.34° 2.73+0.43° 2.62+0.49"
P -value:

cp 0.595 0.632 0.225 0.670 0.630 0.180 0.215 0.454
ME 0.974 0.668 0.060 0.464 0.961 0.605 0.001 0.001
CP x ME 0.583 0.436 0.868 0.746 0.984 0.506 0.331 0.199
Sex 0.012 0.001 0.430 0.009 0.203 0.004 0.007 0.003
SEM 0.50 0.32 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.08 0.06 0.11
e

Values with no common superscript differ significantly (P < 0.05) when tested with Duncan’s new multiple range test
following analysis of variance

"2 Meat including skin and bone from both legs

’ Abdominal fat

ME = metabolizable energy, CP = crude protein, SEM = standard error of the mean
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