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Table 1 D ietary composition of different treatments for broiler geese
/ / / / / / / / +
Diet MJ- kgD (g kgD (g kgh (g kgD (g kg (g kg (g kg D) (g kgD (g kg Y
M E CcP CF Ca TP NNP Lys M et M et+ Cys
1 9 61 140 58 9 63 71 35 54 17 40
2 Q61 160 58 7 65 71 35 69 20 46
3 Q61 180 58 0 65 72 35 82 23 52
4 9 61 200 57 4 67 72 35 Q7 26 58
5 1Q 45 140 48 5 G2 68 36 57 19 4 4
6 10 45 160 477 G2 67 35 72 22 49
7 1Q 45 180 46 5 G 4 68 36 86 25 25
8 1Q 45 200 46 1 62 68 34 Q9 28 61
9 11 29 140 380 61 62 35 60 21 45
10 11 29 160 372 G 4 62 36 75 24 51
11 11 29 180 371 63 61 35 89 27 57
12 11 29 200 36 4 G2 60 33 10 3 30 63
13 12 12 140 312 63 56 35 G 4 22 4 4
14 12 12 160 307 63 58 35 77 25 52
15 12 12 180 312 32 57 34 1 28 58
16 12 12 200 316 61 57 33 105 31 G 4
17 12 96 140 236 60 55 35 5 22 46
18 12 96 160 239 62 56 35 9 25 52
19 12 96 180 25 2 60 57 34 3 28 58
20 12 96 200 27.1 62 57 33 10 7 31 G 4
Note The indexes of nutrition are calculated values
13 , Duncan's
1 1 4 2
30,25,22 20 21 ME CP
60% 70%, 20Ix 5 8 211
15 , 2 , M E 5 8
: (P< Q 01),
14 (P> Q 05); M E
141 29d 56d ) ,
: M E 12 12 12 96M J/kg
: = (418 054)% (4 18 Q 74) %,
@/ (g) x 100% M E :
142 56 d 100 ( :
5 , 1) : , , M E
12 12M J/kg CP 5 8
(P>
( ) Q 05), (P< Q 05) M E
[6] CP
15 (P> 0 05), (P<Q
SASG 12 ANOVA 05)
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2 ME CP 5 8
Table 2 Effect of the levelsof M E and CP on daily average feed consumption, daily average body w eight gain
and feed gain ratio of broiler geese (5- 8w)

M3 k—/l { (g ™ d'l/) (g % d'/l) /%
T reatment M Eg ) (g CkFg ) A verage daily A verage daily Fefgt%am
feed consumed body w eight gain
T1 a 61 140 219 40+ 4 62 a 40 89+ 5 50 a 546+ Q 87 a
T2 160 218 80+ 13 86 a 4709+ 9 41 a 480+ 0 9a
T3 180 215 40+ 9 26 a 4313+ 5 R2a 503t 0Q4la
T4 200 216 80+ 29 87 a 41 28+ 7. 11a 529+ Q 51a
TS 10 45 140 224 40+ 15 22 a 46 29+ 5 74 a 489+ 042a
T6 160 207 80+ 44 75a 43 41+ 9 33 a 479+ Q37a
T7 180 212 00+ 20 78 a 45 77+ 9 73 a 474+ 0 69 a
T8 200 205 80+ 30 03 a 432+ 7 7a 482+06la
T9 11 29 140 218 40+ 30 47 a 42 96+ 4 07 a 508t Q 45a
T10 160 224 00+ 52 8la 48 61+ 8 78 a 4 60+ Q 54ab
T11 180 198 20+ 29 76 a 41 80+ 8 03 a 478+ Q 40 ab
T12 200 199 60+ 20 92 a 4716+ 6 45 a 426+ 0Q27b
T13 12 12 140 190 00% 15 83 a 45 67+ 7.00 a 419+ 0292
T14 160 191 00+ 11 45 a 47 96+ 9 62 a 410£Q75a
T15 180 191 40t 27 34 a 44 67+ 6 26 a 429+ 0Q28a
T16 200 176 40+ 30 39 a 43 10+ 5 02 a 413t 0 82a
T17 12 96 140 184 00+ 20 76 ab 46 31+ 7. 33 a 403:0Q64b
T18 160 165 00+ 17 71 b 46 76+ 9 07 a 3 60+ Q 51b
T19 180 211 60+ 52 87 a 40 35+ 10 71a 539+ 136a
T20 200 166 00+ 15 57 b 45 70+ 9 49 a 371+ Q 44b
q 61 217 60+ 14 40A 43 10+ 6 84 a 5 14+ Q 69 A
10 45 212 50+ 27 70A 44 67+ 8 13 a 4 81+ Q 52AB
11 29 210 05+ 33 49A 45 13+ 6 83 a 4 68+ Q 42B
) 12 12 187 20+ 21 25B 45 35+ 6 98 a 418+ Q 54C
ANOVA of 12 9 181 65+ 26 73B 44 78+ 9 15a 418+ Q 74C
wo factors 140 207 24+ 17 38 a 44 42+ 5 93 a 473+ Q53 ab
160 201 32+ 28 12 a 46 77+ 9 24 a 438+ Q 63b
180 205 72+ 28 00 a 43 14+ 8 01 a 485+ 063a
200 192 92+ 25 36 a 44 09+ 7. 16 a 4 44+ Q 53 b
M E Q 000 1 Q 903 4 Q 000 1
ANOVA cp Q2730 Q4104 Q0317
P value M EX CP Q5478 Q9316 0 0368
(P< Q 05), (P< Q 01)

Note Dataw ith snall letters in the same column indicate the difference is significant (P< Q 05) and capital letters indicate the difference

is ranarkable (P< Q 01). It is the sane in the follow ing tables

212 CP 160 g/kg
3 , M E CP ; CP
(P< Q 05)
(P> Q 05), (P< Q 01) , CP ,
; M E ME CP

(P<QO01);ME 12 12 12 96 (P> Q 05),
MJI/kg
M E , CP (P< Q 05)

(P> Q 05),
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Table 3 Effect of the levelsof M E and CP on finish body w eight, consumption of M E for every gran gain and

consumption of CP for every gran gain of broiler geese (5- 8w)

/ / /9
T reatment M ‘]M Iégi ) (g ckg ) Ficvisehigl;f:dy Consunedl\gk‘I]E for Consumed CP/?or
every gram gain every gram gain
T1 9 61 140 2403 80+ 129 65a 52 46+ 8 40 a Q76+0Q12b
T2 160 2608 70+ 199 40 a 46 11+ 9 24 a Q77+ Q16 Db
T3 180 2 438 24+ 120 40 a 48 35+ 3 96 a Q 91+ Q 07 ab
T4 200 2480 84+ 199 78 a 50 88+ 4 92 a 106£Q 10 a
T5 1Q 45 140 2 644 66+ 157 06 a 51 04+ 4 35a Q 68+ Q 06 C
T6 160 2 573 30+ 286 91 a 50 07+ 3 86 a Q 85+ Q 12 ab
T7 180 2614 85+ 207 35a 49 53+ 7. 15a Q 85+ Q 12 ab
T8 200 2522 12+ 206 46 a 50 37+ 6 41 a Q97+ Q0 12a
T9 11 29 140 2593 33+ 139 86 a 57 35+ 5 03 a Q71+ Q06b
T10 160 2 657 70+ 204 14 a 51 97+ 6 13 ab Q 74+ Q 09 b
T11 180 2 526 96+ 264 66 a 54 02+ 4 47 ab Q 86+ Q 07 a
T12 200 2597 90+ 161 73 a 48 08+ 3 06 b Q 85+ Q 06 a
T13 12 12 140 2 497 84+ 136 68 a 50 84+ 3 49 a Q59+ Q 04c
T14 160 2658 94+ 277 14 a 49 73+ 9 12a Q 66+ Q 12 be
Ti5 180 2571 77+ 220 18 a 49 73+ 9 12a Q 77+ Q 05 ab
T16 200 2526 73+ 172 6l a 50 03+ 9 98 a 082+0Q16a
T17 12 96 140 2 619 39+ 212 37 a 52 16+ 8 14 b Q 56+ Q 09 b
T18 160 2599 71+ 279 87 a 46 62+ 6 64 b Q57+ Q08b
T19 180 2485 28+ 400 24 a 69 82+ 17 70 a Q97+ Q24a
T20 200 2654 25+ 255 20 a 48 05+ 5 66 b Q 74+ Q 09 b
9 61 2484 40+ 162 31 a 49 45+ G 63 a Q87+ Q 27A
10 45 2588 73t 214 45 a 50 25+ 5 44 a Q 82+ Q 12AB
11 29 2593 97+ 192 60 a 52 85+ 4 67 a Q 80 Q 07B
2 12 12 2563 82+ 176 65 a 50 65+ 6 50 a Q71£Q09C
ANOVA of wo 12 96 2 589 66+ 286 92 a 54 16+ 9 54 a Q71+ Q 13C
factors 140 2551 80+ 155 12 a 52 77+ 5 89 ab Q 66+ Q 05B
160 2619 67+ 249 49 a 48 90+ 7. 00 b Q 70+ Q 10B
180 2527 42+ 242 57 a 54 75+ 7. 34 a Q87+ Q 11A
200 2557 57+ 179 16 a 49 48+ 6 01 b Q 89+ Q 12A
ME Q4757 Q2311 Q 000 1
ANOVA cP Q 4952 Q0178 Q 000 1
P value M Ex CP Q 949 3 00248 00248
22 ME CP 4 ME CP 5
8
221 (P> Q 05)
4 ME CP 5 8
Table 4 Effect of the levelsof M E and CP on eviscerated carcassw eight rate, breast muscle rate
and leg muscle rate of broiler geese (5- 8w)
/ Eviscerat{:j/0 B reas/t% L eg/%
T reatment M JM lég- R (g gg ) carcassw eight muscle muscle
rate rate rate
T1 9 61 140 71 47+ 4 27 a 4 56+ Q 71 ab 12 30+ 1 44 a
T2 160 68 77+ 1 58 a 466 1 12 ab 12 12+ 1 10 a
T3 180 68 09+ 1 78 a 542+ Q 49 a 11 55+ 1 10 a
T4 200 68 40 4 09 a 392+ Q028D 11 58+ 1 03 a
T5 1Q 45 140 68 51+ 2 68 a 402+ Q86a 11 42+ 1 45a
T6 160 70 30+ 1 87 a 4 49+ Q 8l a 11 82+ Q 60 a
T7 180 68 92+ 1 51 a 4 13+ Q 58 a 11 96+ Q 85 a
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4 Continued Table 4
/ / _ /% /% /%
Treatment M- kg ") (g kg caErgssCsev(/aé%dht rELe::?; mLngIe
ME cP
rate rate rate
T8 200 69 07+ 1 63 a 507+ 102a 12 04+ Q 94 a
T9 11 29 140 72 05+ 3 05 a 463+ Q0 85a 10 80+ Q 90 a
T10 160 7126t 1 92a 499+ Q74a 10 47+ 2 09 a
T11 180 70 62+ 3 22 a 5 05+ 1 03 a 11 26+ 1 18 a
T12 200 7122+ 1 84a 447+ Q 35a 12 44+ Q 99 a
T13 12 12 140 71 52+ 2 86 a 4 14+ Q 90 a 11 56+ 1 26 a
T14 160 69 25+ 2 32 a 438+116a 12 18+ 1 23 a
T15 180 69 38+ 1 96 a 4 66+ 1 06 a 12 16+ 1 07 a
T16 200 69 83+ 1 34 a 480+ 0Q29a 11 89+ 1 0l a
T17 12 96 140 70 74+ 2 62 a 463+ Q3la 11 77+ Q 70 a
T18 160 69 42+ 5 35 a 500+ 120a 11 05+ 1 44 a
T19 180 69 50+ 1 69 a 4 25+ Q 58 a 1082+ Q77 a
T20 200 71 85+ Q 95 a 481+ 1 16a 12 09+ Q 60 a
9 61 69 18+ 2 93 b 4 64+ Q 65 a 11 89+ 1 17 a
10 45 69 20+ 1 92b 443+ Q082a 11 81+ Q %6 a
11 29 71 29+ 2 51 a 479+ Q74a 11 24+ 1 29 a
5 12 12 70 12+ 2 12 ab 450+ Q 85a 11 95+ 1 14 a
ANOVA of 12 96 70 38+ 2 65 ab 467+ 08la 11 43+ Q 88 a
wo factors 140 70 86+ 3 10 a 440tQ73a 11 57+ 1 15a
160 69 90+ 2 61 a 470+ 10la 11 53+ 1 29 a
180 69 30+ 2 03 a 470+ Q75a 11 55+ Q 99 a
200 70 07+ 1 97 a 461+ 0 62a 12 01+ Q 91a
b M E Q0757 Q 6703 Q216 3
ANOVA cP Q2328 Q5289 Q3878
P value M EX CP Q 816 7 01924 Q3749
222 ,
5 , M E 5 8 ;
(P< Q 01), 8 ME
(P> Q 05), M E : cP
, CP ME CP
(P< Q 05), (P> Q 05)
(P> 0 05), CP
5 ME CP 5 8
Table 5 Effect of the levelsof M E and CP on abdominal fat rate, ssbum rate
and liver relativew eight of broiler geese (5- 8w)
/, _1 /% /% . /%
T reament M3 ka9 (o kg9 A bdom inal Sebum rate L iver elative
T1 9 61 140 136 029a 12 46+ 1 26 a 271£Q 34a
T2 160 132+ 055a 11 62+ 1 13 a 251+ 0 68a
T3 180 114+ Q15a 11 66+ Q 57 a 263+ 036a
T4 200 Q 84+ Q 66 a 11 11+ 1 66 a 256+ 0Q22a
T5 10 45 140 177+ 083a 13 52+ 2 29 a 241+ Q2la
T6 160 158+ 0Q045a 12 47+ Q 49 a 264+ Q35a
T7 180 111+ Q 23a 12 47+ 1 75a 234+ Q73a
T8 200 120+0Q035a 11 89+ 1 77 a 235+ Q025a
T9 11 29 140 177+ 102a 13 64+ 1 73 a 239 022a
T10 160 181+ Q069a 13 77+ 2 38 a 253+ 019a
T11 180 178t Q09a 13 04+ 2 40 a 240+ Q 29 a
T12 200 155+t Q57a 13 48+ 1 22 a 2710 20a
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5 Continued Table 5
Mi kgD o kgD s 7% e
MJ- kg g kg A bdominal L iver relative
Treament ME CP fat rate Sebum rate w eight
T13 12 12 140 210£039a 13 70+ 1 47 a 264+ Q242
T14 160 148+ Q54a 12 93+ Q 94 a 237t Q 26a
T15 180 192+ 104a 12 64+ 1 98 a 255+ Q37a
T16 200 153t 015a 13 24+ Q 76 a 232+t Q42a
T17 12 96 140 224+ Q 30a 13 57+ Q 64 a 277t Q71a
T18 160 241+ Q77a 13 62+ 1 95 a 242+ Q55a
T19 180 125+ 069b 13 43+ Q 61 a 292+ Q34a
T20 200 189+ Q 63 ab 13 86+ 1 40 a 229 027a
Q9 61 115+ 041C 11 71+ 1 16B 2 60+ Q 40a
10 45 1 41+ Q 47BC 12 5+ 1 58 AB 243+ Q39a
11 29 173+ Q 82AB 13 48+ 1 93A 251+ 0 23a
2 12 12 1 75+ Q 53AB 13 13+ 1 29A 247+ Q 32a
ANOVA of 12 96 195+ Q 60A 13 62+ 1 15A 2 60+ Q 47 a
two factors 140 185+ Q57a 13 38+ 1 48a 258+ 034a
160 1 75+ Q 60 ab 12 88+ 1 38 a 249+ Q4la
180 142+ Q62b 12 65+ 1 46 a 257t Q42a
200 140+ Q47b 12 72+ 1 36a 245+ 0 27a
p ME Q 0014 Q 0011 Q 561 6
ANOVA CP Q 023 4 Q 3358 Q 563 0
P value M Ex CP Q 600 9 09881 Q3784
31 ME CP 32 ME CP
,5 8
12 12M J/kg, 160
g/kg M 6 8 CP ,
, ME CP ,
1 M E il
, M E
21 , 21 [10] M zanuso ™ valcin ™
40 ME 1220 12 24MJ/kg Izevbigi ! :
ME 97 98MJkg
12 12 7 12
M J/kg, , [3] [15]
(31 10 24 11 76M J/kg
160 g/kg Saleyev!"! 33 ME CP
sl 180 170 g/kg, (51 , ,
135 150 g/kg NRC B4
M E 12 13M J/kg, CP :
150 g/kg o1 ,21 60 ME ,
11 72M J/kg, CP 180 g/kg 5 M E
, cpP
NRC , 12 12M J/kg 160 g/kg
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Study on the requiranentsof energy and protein for broiler geese

M IN Y u-na*? HOU Shui-sheng’, GAO Y u-peng’,

HUANGW ef’,L iu Fu-zhu', ZHAO L ing’,Y U Jun-ying’
(L College o Animal Sci-Tech,N orthwestA & F U niversity, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China;
2 Institute d A nimal Sciences, ChineseA cademy d A gricultural Sciences,B eijing 100094, China)

Abstract: W ith commercial generation Huoyan geese as animals for experiment, expermental diets as-
signed w ith 9 61, 1Q 45,11 29, 12 12 and 12 96M J of M E /kg, each containing 140, 160, 180, and 200 g/kg
CP regectively, a 5x 4 factorial arrangementw as adopted, and the effectsof dietaryM E and CP concentra-
tionson grow th performance and carcass characteristics of broiler geesew ere analyzed T he result show ed
that: (1) Dietary M E concentrations had no significant effect on daily average body w eight gain of broiler
geese aged from 5 to 8weeks (P> Q 05), but significantly affected daily average feed consumption and feed
gain ratio (P< Q 01). CP contents produced no significant effect on daily average feed consumption and
daily average body w eight gain (P> Q 05), but had significant effect on feed gain ratio (P< Q 05). Ideal
grow th perform ance could be obtained byM E 12 12M J/kg and CP 160 g/kg (2) D ietaryM E and CP lev-
els had no significant effectson eviscerated carcassw eight rate and breast muscle rate asw ell as legmuscle
rate and liver relative weight (P> Q 05), but M E affected abdominal fat rate and sebum rate of broiler
geese significantly (P< Q 01),CP affected abdominal fat rate significantly (P< Q 05), but had no signifi-
cant effect on sebum rate (P> Q 05). A strong positive correlation existed betw eenM E concentrations and
indexes of abdom inal fat rate and sebum rate Through the present experiment and combining production
practice, the optimum requirenentsof M E and CPwere 12 12M J/kg and 160 g/kg for broiler geese aged
from 5 to 8w eeks regpectively.

Key words broiler geese requirement of metabolizable energy (M E); requirenent of crude protein
(CP)



