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Table 1. ADG of Rana rugulosa after exposure to various dosage of Musa

ABB CV. Kluai“Namwa”

Average Daily Growth (g/day)
Concentration

(ADG)
(feed %)
Means + SD
0 0.877 + 0.026¢
5 1.051 + 0.026°
10 1.192 + 0.014°
15 1.275 + 0.007°

* Means in each column followed by different letters are significantly

different at p < 0.05

Table 2. Hematocrit of Rana rugulosa after exposure to various dosage of

Musa ABB CV. Kluai“Namwa”

Haematocrit, Hct
Concentration
% (Means * SD)

(feed %)
weeks 3 weeks 6
0 38.600 + 0.200° 40.733 + 0.416°
5 39.466 + 1.501° 59.333 + 0.503°
10 41.800 + 0.058° 59.666 + 0.416°
15 42.666 + 0.461% 58333 + 0.230°

* Means in each column followed by different letters are significantly different at
p < 0.05
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Table 3. Antibody titer of Rana rugulosa after exposure to various dosage of

Musa ABB CV. Kluai “Namwa”

Antibody titer (log,,)
Concentration
(Means * SD)

(feed %)
weeks 3 weeks 6
0 0.5641 + 0.233° 0.581 + 0.178°
5 2.618 + 0.137° 3.230 + 0.137°
10 2.588 + 0.152° 3.210 + 0.146°
15 2548 + 0.192° 3.170 + 0.155°

* Means in each column followed by different letters are significantly

different at p < 0.05
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