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The Effects of Chinese Herbal Medicine Additives on

Laying Performance of Gaoyou Ducks

WANG Qiang, TONG Hai-bing® ,ZOU Jian-min, LI Bao-lin, LU Jian,SHI Shou-rong

(Jiangsu Institute of Poultry Sciences, Yangzhou 225125, China)

Abstract: To determine the effects of Chinese herbal medicine additive on laying performance and
egg quality of Gaoyou ducks, the experiment that access to the diets with different dosages of
Chinese herbal medicine additive were designed. The results showed that the diets with the
Chinese herbal medicine additive could be benefit of feed intake and laying performance. The feed
intake of group 2 with 0. 10% Chinese herbal medicine additive had a significant difference to the
control group(P<C0.05). The laying rate of the group added with 0.08% ,0.12% ,and 0. 14% had
a significant difference to the group added with 0. 10% (P<C0. 05). Then the diets with the Chi-
nese herbal medicine additive could be well benefit to the feed and eggs ratio. The TP of the group
added with 0.16% had a significant difference to the control group (P<Z0.05),but other group
had no significant difference (P>>0.05). The ALB of group added with 0. 16% had a significant
difference to the control group (P<C0.05). So the diets with the Chinese herbal medicine additive
had a benefit for the egg weight, albumen height and yolk color. The Hu of group added with
0.10%,0. 18 % ,and 0. 20% were best to the control, and the group added with 0. 12% had the
best yolk color (8. 700 0). In conclusion, the dietary with 0.12% Chinese herbal medicine additive
could be benefit for the performance of Gaoyou ducks.
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