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Effects of Cordyeeps Feed Additive on Production Perfom ance and E88 Quality of [La¥ying€ Dudcks
UN Han ju et a] (College of B otechnolay and Food Engineering Hefei University of Technology Hefei Anhuin30009)
Abstract [ ()bjective] To nvestigate effects of Coxlyeebs feed additive on growt perfomanct’e aying rate and e quality of Jaying ducks
Methoq A tota] ofp) healthy ducks in |ay ng periad were randam Y d vided into three grmps 90 ducks ineach goup The ducks in the cantio]
group group Jand 8oup JJwer fed common ba%a]dlet basa] diet containing ( 1 (OrdYCeps feed additive and basa] diet cont@aining ( 4%
(/ordyueps feed additive respectively The tria] lasted brzg d During he whole tria] the ducks were weghed and the 81wt of ducks was ch-
served atan intewa] of7 d The exterpor qulity and the nutritive indexes of duck eg8s were detem 1ned Rfﬂl] A fter ecpermen’t the body
weights of ducks in he goup Jand group [ were increased and hi8her han hat in he conwo] group [n Ihe gow T and goup JI the Jying rate
was increased by | 074 and o 1%’ respectiveLy the e wejghtwas ncreased by 3 934 and 4 16%, respectively and the feed 10 egg rat
was decreased by 544 and4, 23/ , Iespec tively The €8 shape and e she]] hickness were stahle and consistent he ween contro] growp and
experinenta] goup The Potein content of he dudk es in the group [ and goup [Jwas increased by § 5% and 17 15%’ respectivel’y the cha
lestero] contentwas decreased by 11 7% and 4 14%, respective]y the I8y leve]was increased by 13 20% andp7 97%, respective]y and the
lecithin contentwas jncreased by 134 and 11 @, respective]y[ C(nclus'pr} The CodyoPs feed additive can increase the hodyY we ght and
laying rate of Jaying ducks and mmprove the quality of duck ggs
Keywords (Cordyees feed additiV? 1aying dUCk§ Pruducton per{omange E8g quality
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Tabley Campositin of hasil diet for ducks 2 9%5Y% . 4°C 5000
% ymin 10 mi ; 5% .
No Eredents (Content , 3 ; ,
1 Standard wheat shorts 37 93
2 Fishmeal 5 10 m1 , 3 , ;
3 QYhean mea] 6 3R 60 °C
4 DDGS 0 58 p P
5 Trace elanent 0 06 , [lqu
6 Vit in 00 17 Exce] SPS
1. 5 2 2
., 2 h . , 2
21 28
) ’ d I I
28 d 7d 10 ’ ’
; , I 1
’ ’ LO07% 2 15%, 3954 4 16%,
L ' Q22 0 48%, 2. 54%
i ' 4. 23, 2).
=/, 10 . FHK . 0 2
2
Tablep Effects of Cordyeeps feed additive on production performance of Jayin€ ducks
k& A g g/d
Groups Bady we ight laying mte Eg&weight Feed intke Feed 10 €8 rto
I Groug 1. 774005 @ 86 6410 03 2 B 944115 4 191 7344, 43 @ 3 464008 @
I Group| 1. 78+003 @ 87 724003 @ 64 07+138 @ 191 2345 62 @ 3 40+010 @
Con o] group 1L 734006 2 855740022 6L 514+121 @ 192 1545. 95 @ 3554014 @
( B0 035).
Note I the sane (,Olﬂl’l’ll”l the sane Jettermeans no signiﬁcantdi[[erance( P> 05), different Je ttersm ean significantdi[[ermce( R 05). The same as
below
3
Table3 Effects of Cordyceps feed additive on the exter pr quality of (17
. .3~14 R
duck e8s
1 1
mm
Groups ES2 shape index E2€ stell hickness ; (3.
I Groug 1. 36+0 02 @ 0 40+001 @ 23
I Groupg 1. 344001 & 041+002 @ , ( 1
Contro] group 1.35+003 2 0 40+002 2 )
7 d
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