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ABSTRACT

This experiment was conducted in one of the animal farm located in Qalat Sikar town, about 100

kilometer north Nassiriya during the period from 27-11-2007 to 29-1-2008. This study aimed to a knowledge

the effect of different levels of baker's yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae (SC) on some productive

characteristics (weight gain, feed intake, feed conversion ratio, carcass weight, dressing percentage, rib eye

muscle area and fat layer thickness traits) in kids of local goats. Twenty four kids were used with 5 months

average age and on average of 16.05 kg initial weight. The kids were distributed randomly into four groups,

each group consisted of 6 kids. They were fed four different levels of baker's yeast and the control group

(comparative) fed basal ration without any addition, the first treatment group (T1) fed the same basal ration

supplemented with 1 gm yeast/kg feed. second treatment group (T2) fed the same basal ration supplemented

with 3 gm yeast/kg feed. third treatment group (T3) fed the same basal ration supplemented with 5 gm

yeast/kg feed. The kids were weighed at the beginning of the experiment and weekly and the weighing of

kids was continued for 9 weeks.

The results of this study can be summarized as follows:-

1-The total weight gain was 5.41, 4.90, 7.03, 3.80 kg for the control group, T1, T2 and T3, respectively, The
T2 (3gm yeast/kg feed) was found to have a significant increase (P<0.05) as compared with T1 and T3
group, and mathematical increase as compared to the control group and also T2 was superior to the other
treatments in daily weight gain and the results were 85.00, 77.00, 111.00 and 60.00 gm for the control, T1,
T2 and T3, groups, respectively, while the treatment groups didn’t affect significantly final weight.

2-The average of daily feed intake for the control, T1, T2, T3 groups were 0.62, 0.59, 0.54 and 0.48 kg/head,
respectively. So, all treated groups showed lower feed intake than the control group.

3-The best value of feed conversion ratio was appeared in T2 group(4.86 kg feed /kg weight gain) and all
groups showed apparent differences among their values of feed conversion ratio and reached 7.29,
7.66,and 8.00 kg feed /kg weight gain)for the control, T1,T2 and T3, respectively.

4-There were no significant differences among treatment groups in hot carcass weight ,dressing percentage,
rib eye muscle area , fat layer thickness, but there were mathematical differences among treatment groups,
the higher values were for the T2 group while the lower values were for the control group(10.0,7.9 kg),
(42.5,39.0%) , (11.2, 8.5 sz) , (0.74, 0.60 mm), respectively.
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