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Effects of Microbial Ecological Agents on Growth Performance and
Serum Biochemical Indexes in Partridge Shank Chicken
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Abstract:The study was conducted to investigate the effects of microbial ecological agents on growth performance and
serum biochemical indexes of Partridge Shank chicken. A total of 3 300 1-day-age healthy Partridge Shank chicken was
selected and divided into 11 groups,3 replicates of 100 hroilers each,according to orthogonal experiment design randomly.
The feeding trial lasied for 56 days. The results showed that the fourth group that adﬂed 0.03% Bacillus subtilis ;0.02%
Saccharomyces,0.015% Enterococcus faecalis could obviously improve at 0 to 3 weeks age daily gain (P<0.05) and feed
conversion rate (P<0.05),and also could improve blood sugar content and total protein(P<0.05).
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