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ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to determine the effect of Paniculata powder supplementation
on production performance and egg qualityof laying hen. The experimentaldiets were divided into 5
groups as diet supplementation Paniculata powder 0, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 and 0.7% in the laying period
rations for 12 weeks, respectively. A total of 160 Roman brown hens at 30 weeks of age were
randomly allocated into each group by CRD designed. The experiment contained 5 groups with 4
replications, each replication containing 8 birds. The results of this study show that after
supplemented with Paniculata powder in laying diets it did not significant different (P>0.05) in egg
production performance, egg quality and survival rate. However, after supplementing higher level of
Paniculata powder, percent of yolk weight and color were tend to increase but shell strength were

tend to decrease.
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Table 1 Effect of supplementing Paniculata powder on production performance in laying hens.

Paniculata powder (%)

P- value
0 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7

Feed intake (g/hen/day)  101.96+4.32 103.95+2.27 106.4042.68 105.55+1.72 104.324#3.57 0.1822"
Egg mass(g) 45.4243.38  45.30%41.52  48.2041.08  47.54+0.82  46.61+2.14  0.327"
FCR 2.01£0.08 2.08+0.07 2.01£0.07 2.02+0.03 2.06£0.08  0.5226
Egg production rate(%)  88.80+3.86  89.13+2.68  90.29+1.41  89.73+1.22  90.47+1.17  0.8168"
Survival rate (%) 100 100 100 99.85 100 0.438"™
Feed cost per 0.02373+ 0.02460+ 0.02372+ 0.02383+ 0.02431+ 0.5227"™
egg mass (Bath/g.) 0.0010 0.0009 0.0008 0.0004 0.0010

"no common statistical | difference(P>0.05)
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