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Abstract

TE144132

An experiment was conducted along with farmers to produce hybrid duck for
commercial used. The project grant was supported under the Research and Extension
Project Ministry of University Affair 2001 to 2002. The objective of the Project was to extend
the results of the research to the farmers in Muang District Khon Kaen province in 3 villages
in 3 Tumbons (3 community centers). Each community was selected to be the center for the
extensior: ¢f the hyerd duck production for local commercial use. Pekin x Cheiry and
Poichai (Muscovy Duc+ « Pekin) crossbred ducks were raised with 3 feed stuffs (mesh feed,
M; pellet feec, P, and = xlure of local feed ingredient and concentrate feed, L). Three levels
of duck farm were ori=nized (large farm 100 ducks/family; medium farm 50 ducks/family;
and smal farm 25 ducxsffamily) in each center. The resuits showed that Pekin x Cherry
crossbrec and Poichz: Zucks had the average body weight at 8 weeks of 2 043.84 and
3.340.17 gm, respect 2y, Commercial crossbred fed with M feed, P feed and L feed had
the average cally gain ¢f 52.87, 54.81, and 58.91 g/brid/day, respectively. The total cost of
duck production in farge farm, medium farm and small farm were 21.10, 26.84 and 29.13
Baths/1 kg of body weight gain, respectively. The experiment was also conducted at the
Foultry Division of the Department of Animal Science Khon Kaen University, to determine
tne efficiency and carcass of the commercial crossbred duck. Ninety six Pekin x Cherry
(both maie znd female) ducks were randomly allotted for 4 treatments and 3 replications
units (12 expermental units with 8 ducks in each unit) of the Completely Randomized
Design. Tne ducks were fed with M, P and L feed like the villages trial from 0 to 10 weeks.
Ducks fed M, P and L feed had the average daily gain of 34.48, 34.61 and 33.67 g/bird/day,
respectively. There was not significantly difference among any treatments (P>0.05). Feed
intake of ducks fed M, P and L feed were 128.68, 107.95, 136.15 g/bird/day (P<0.05),
respectively. Feed per gain ratio (3.75, 3.17 and 4.05, respectively) were also difference (P
<0.05) in those three groups. Total feed cost per 1 kg of gain were also difference (P<0.05)
and ducks fed M, P and L feed were 30.98, 30.98 and 42.36 Bahts, respectively. Ducks fed
P feed had the best feed conversion ratio compared to other treatments. Ducks fed L feed
had the highest feed intake while ducks fed M feed had the lowest feed cost. Carcass

Quality was similar (P<0.05) among all three treatments.



