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EFFECT OF ROSEMARY ON PERFORMANCE OF BROILER
CHICKENS UNDER ELGABAL ELKHDAR CONDITION - LIBYA

A.A.R. Almansory!, M. A.S.Amir! and A.A. Abdel-Gani?
! Dept. of Anim. Prod., Fac. Of Agric., Omar Elmokhtar Univ. Libya
2 Dept. of Anim. Prod., Fac. Of Agric., Minia Univ. Egypt

Abstract

This study was carried out in faculty of Agriculture, Omar Almukhtar
University — Albida to evaluate the replacement of different Levels of domestic
rosemary ( 0.05, and 1%) in hubbard broiler diets on the performance .Fourty
four individually chicks of two weeks — old were divided into three groups and
housed as follows, first group control group (no addition of rosemary ) and
contained twenty chicks , Second experimental group ( 0.5 % rosemary)
contained on twelve chicks. The third experimental group (1% rosemary)
contained on twelve chicks. The mean initial weight was 446.70 = 8.42 g. The
result showed that the first and second experimental groups were insignificantly
( p>0.05) higher compared with the control group in final weight 2345,2260.8
and 2138.1 g respective, total gain 1890.8,1817.9 and 1694.6,g feed; conversion
rate 1.88,1.87 and 2.06 g feed/g gain, performance index 132,124.4 and 109.50
%. The total feed intake was significantly (p<0.05) different between
experimental groups in the second experimental group was 3436.7 ¢
comparative to 3347.6 in the third experimental group and was not different
significantly (p>0.05) between experimental group comparative with the control
group 3383g. it could be concluded that the results of this study showed an
improvement in broiler chick performance with the replacement of 0.5%
rosemary in domestic broiler chick diets.
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