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The effect of probiotic on growth performance of Mazandaran native chicken
H.Hajati

graduate student of Mazandaran University

In this study the effect of probiotic Aviguard supplementation was investigated on growth
performance of Mazandaran native chicken during 1 to 35 d of age. This experiment was conducted
in a completely randomized design with 2 treatments, 4 replicates and 12 chicks per each replicate.
Experimental treatments contained 2 doses of Aviguard (0, 0/125 mL/chick) that was added to the
chick’s waterers. Feed intake, body weight gain and feed to gain ratio were measured weekly.
Although using Aviguard improved feed intake, body weight gain and feed to gain ratio
numerically, there was no significant difference between trearments (P>0.05).
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