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The effectiveness of fibrolytic enzyme on productivity and
digestibility of broilers
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ABSTRACT: The objectives of this study was conducted to determine of fibrolytic enzyme on productivity
performance and digestibility of broilers. A total 150 broilers were distributed into 2 group, there are control and
200 grams of fibrolytic enzyme was added on 1,000 kilograms commercial feed. It were raised since 7 to 35 days.
The results showed that the average dairy gain (ADG), Feed intake, Feed conversion ratio (FCR) and digestibility
were not different between fibrolytic enzyme and control.
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Table 1 Productivity performance for broilers receiving diets containing fibrolytic enzyme addition (T1) and

control (T2).

ltems T1 T2

Initial Body Weight (g) 150+ 3.88 160%= 1.63
Final Body Weight (g) 1,175.48%+ 21.93 1,148.62+ 25.37
Body weight gain (g) 53.25 *3.79 51.14 £ 3.52
Feed Intake (g/bird/day) 90.45% 16.08 81.55% 14.46
FCR (Feed:Gain) 1.69 = 0.07 1.58 £0.04

Table 2 Digestibility of nutrient for broilers receiving diets containing fibrolytic enzyme addition (T1) and control

(T2)
ltem T1 T2
Dry matter (%) 92.57+0.83 90.64%0.95
Organic matter (%) 93.61*0.72 91.98+0.81
Crude fiber (%) 54.12+6.87 48.61£6.45
Crude protein (%) 83.97+1.81 85.73+1.54
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