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Evaluation of different medicinal plants blends in diets

for broiler chickens
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Carcass characteristics and organs weight plasl (ig 9 48Y slaShs
The effect of medicinal plant blends on carcass
characteristics and organs weight is shown in Table 5. Jeao 33 plail Ojs 9 43 Oliogad ggy p 2oyl Olals GlSs S
None of the medicinal plant blends could affect carcass
yield at day 21 when compared to control. However, 09,5 4y G (pals OLalS OLS) 31 Sopua ol 0l ool olis 5
carcass yield for chicks in group D was higher (p < 0.05)
than that of chicks in group G. At day 42, chicks in group 03l o ool b oyl08 8l (S35 21 5o 4BV oaly p wilgi & JAS
F showed less carcass yield than control and D groups.
Blend D numerically improved carcass yield values at PIL G ey S gladoge 4 S i (0.05> P) D og)S 55 Lndogo 43N
both 21 and 42 days of age. This could be related to
relatively better growth rate caused by this treatment and Ay Caad |y i 7S 025L F 03,5 slodoge Sia) 42 )3 Cowl 039
to decreased weights of inner organs, in particular,
different sections of small intestine. 09,5 90y 33 |y 4B e2jl D oSy aileals glas D 5 JiS 09,5 92

bgpa Cowl 35aa jal 0l 5 el 030 agap (s2ue Hhi 1 03, 42 5 21
1 Slaplul 3js (2alS 9 ke o3l M1 o LT e B 48y g5 4y
il SzgS 033y Lilita glo it Logass .
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