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Growth performances of Thai native chicken (Pradu-Hangdam and
Chee) raised by broiler diet and layer diet
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ABSTRACT: The study was aimed to compare the growth performances of Thai Native Chicken, Pradu-Hangdam
and Chee raised with commercial broiler diet and layer diet. The experiment was 2x2 factorial in CRD, the data were
gathered every 2 weeks until 16 weeks of age. The study showed that Pradu Hangdam grew faster than Chee age
at4,6,8,10, 12, 14 and 16 weeks were 201.42, 181.30, 368.12, 334.13, 580.64, 511.23, 827.62,716.73, 1074.95,
934.05,1324.15,1078.31, 1540.19 and 1342 .49 respectively (P<0.01) but feed intake did not differ significantly, age
at 8-10, 10-12 and 12-14 weeks Pradu Hangdam were feed conversion ratio lower than Chee respective (P<0.05).
The native chicken raised with broiler diet grew faster than layer diet age at 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14 and 16 weeks were
220.12, 162.60, 406.36, 295.89, 646.66, 445 .21, 886.31, 658.05, 1133.51, 875.49, 1340.59, 1061.86, 1595.84 and
1286.84 respectively (P<0.01) age at 4-6, 6-8, 8-10 and 10-12 weeks the native chicken raised with broiler diet were
feed conversion ratio lower than layer diet (P<0.05)
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Table 1 Body Weight (BW) in Thai native chicken (Pradu-Hangdam and Chee) " of different feed (broiler diet

and layer diet)”.

Factor Age (week)
0 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

Breed

Pradu-Hangdam 34.19a 201.42a 368.12a 580.64a 827.62a 1074.95a 1324.15a 1540.19a
Chee 33.73a 181.30b 334.13b 511.23b 716.73b 934.05b 1078.31b 1342.49b
Feed

Broiler diet 33.96a 220.12a 406.36a 646.66a 886.31a 1133.51a 1340.59a 1595.84a
Layer diet 33.96a 162.60b 295.89b 445.21b 658.05b 875.49b 1061.86b 1286.84b

"Means within columns with different superscripts were significant different (P<0.01).
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Table 2 Feed Intake (FI) in Thai native chicken (Pradu-Hangdam and Chee) " of different feed (broiler diet

and layer diet)".

Factor Age (week)
0-2 0-4 0-6 0-8 0-10 0-12 0-14 0-16

Breed

Pradu-Hangdam 266.95a 659.13a 1439.61a 2480.06a 3670.08a 4724.16a 5941.12a 7330.10a
Chee 266.95a 659.13a 1388.62a 2310.23a 3410.05b 4686.95a 5858.29a 7203.50a
Feed

Broiler diet 235.29a 662.46a 1320.60a 2263.68a 3387.68b 4433.42b 5585.92b 7061.12b
Layer diet 298.61a 655.81a 1507.63a 2526.61a 3692.46a 4977.70a 6213.50a 7472.48a

"Means within columns with different superscripts were significant different (P<0.05).

Table 3 Feed conversion ratio (FCR) in Thai native chicken (Pradu-Hangdam and Chee) " of different feed

(broiler diet and layer diet)"

Factor Age (week)

0-2 2-4 4-6 6-8 8-10 10-12 12-14 14-16
Breed
Pradu-Hangdam 5.22a 3.33a 5.37a 5.35a 4.83b 4.33b 4.94b 6.59a
Chee 4.91a 4.86a 5.77a 6.10a 5.39a 6.18a 8.47a 5.71a
Feed
Broiler diet 3.84a 3.62a 3.96b 3.92b 4.68b 4.27b 6.14a  6.48a
Layer diet 6.30a 4.58a 7.19a 7.53a 5.55a 6.24a 7.26a 5.82a

"Means within columns with different superscripts were significant different (P<0.05).
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Figure 1 Average Body Weight (BW) at 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14 and 16 weeks separated by broiler diet (a), layer

diet (b)
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