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nsAnwIAIuANANeYBsIERURegUANsRinsAnduindniay (footpad dermatitis; FPD) Tuldiil
weAgfiany 21 Yu 1wy 36,000 # guuungunaasseanidy 3 nguq az 12,000 @2 udazngudl 4 an
Taonguit 1 ¥lianeugses (Ross; RS) nguil 2 Taneugensues laiasa (Arbor Acres; AA) uaznguil 3
anewugaauy (Cobb; CB) aslilulsudaunuula Husesdasunau asennismaassiiomnsuasthliiu
aghafiudl anduimsduiiudeyaliluusiasngumaaessiuau 600 Fa/ngu Tuiinuatmiings dnvazns
Wadaindniauvaslniiong 21, 28, 35 waz 42 Yu Tastuiinudaduszdu 0 - 4 Aazuuy wan1sAnYINYT
wasamadvvaiminfiuty uazsasnaaiaiuiaveslisenug AA fanadedniaeiug RS uas CB
amEdU (p < 0.01) lrsnewug CB flany 35 waz 42 Suiinadndssziuasuuudnuninisvesdarindniay
WingetundrynnguegnaiitiodidnBe (p < 0.01) SisAnagnvasnisiin FPD vadlianewug AA, RS uaz CB
fiAwiniu 7,035, 7,355 uaz 7,765 : 12,000 A3 aua1au auRnisainisiia FPD vasldanewus CB Suualiu
\in FPD 64.71 % gandnanewug RS uaz AA fifidn 61.29 uas 58.63 % mwddy (p > 0.05) usnaniina
nsAnudanudn 12997y wasiwindaveslidediiiuty SAranduiusiBeuantu %nisifia FPD wazd

y

Y a a a &£ - ida ¥ o ° 9 Y a v oo 1%
AZLUUANWULZINITVBINTNA FPD NIURIIUINTY Luaaa'm'l,nmuu'munmmnm’lmﬂﬂminﬂ'ﬂ‘uusnmqawn

¥
A da

My ivadal o oo oy v & o= Y a o - L vy
vaslnldunninlanfivwmdnaates feludedsnalilndeifidmtnunnifianisonauvassesunatiuunauls

unidn

ﬂz:gmﬁnﬁ’zgﬁwuiﬁﬂa&fluqmammammmﬁmidufa Ao
n1siingduingniaululn (footpad dermatitis; FPD %3 ®
pododermatitis) lnglasinssenuiiaanisdrsianisiingai
sniavlulilofiony 35 - 39 u lushduldvesUssmeanauion
$1uam 30 wis wudn lafignidedlurisuAngiinisald i
SnLau 31.83% (Hunter et al, 2017) nMsiingwingnaululn
idlooruiAnldvansang WWud madamsduomns wu Trldsy
uss1alulafiu (biotin) wazdaned (zinc) Tuemislaiiene
(Abd El-Wahab et al., 2013) w3oanimanudusguazanin
vaslsusiauvesdnd (Michel et al, 2012) gUAn1saives FPD
aswusnnluliiedidssuuiiuaoniiden esandusivedld
wdufatuuufiuronaaonian dsannsadelmiinlsafamils
uusadnauazannsadwaliiAnnusunsafiuunty
(Dowsland, 2008) Tnewialun1susziiiudnwaznisiin FPD
Tugmaunssuniadssliide aeldssvunssziduuuuls
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Az TneTATEAUALLULALAINTULIIVDINITANKNAS LY
yosgarnanaziunliegluunn (Hall, 2001; Allain et al., 2009)
FanlAiFuionisveanaifin FPD dnwaginisvesdavinvesla
x5 u91NULAY natgLduuiauNasnLaUn e AunTEis
vnunaazdei daludnvamideniediatu (Sarica et. al,
2014; Amer, 2020) AuTULTTasaElsATA uT U UL
anwazuaneneiuly ﬁ”’ﬁawaﬁuagﬁuanwwmmmwmﬁwwﬁy’u
AamfaduuenduinAuly (hyperkeratosis) (Freihold et al.,
2019) Ansfigaiiniisuusafiuinniu azhlmiAnemaduun
dwalilifuemsuazimidndaanas (Shepherd & Fairchild,
2010) A15LAA FPD §9d8INanssnuAanIsanssAuAMAINYDY
NARA Y LazAuUaenABnIueIMT (food safety) Wlesann
nMainsesuNaIn FPD Mintu asnsavilhifenuaiiSounsy
aNgUs9NAu (gram-positive coccl) ldun 1¥auuafii3ands
Staphylococcus spp. Wy Streptococcus spp. w%aﬁaaﬁuw%é
Aolsnau q Wrlvlusumedniiliaansandslunseualain
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919y bl Unsuazaiela (Shepherd & Fairchild, 2010; Da
Costa et al., 2014; Thofner et al.,, 2019; Amer, 2020) n15LAn
FPD figunssenaiduannnddnuesnisgaydomansugiale
\lesandailnfiyadigsdmiunisuslnavesuyud Tnstane
pgddlulszimadu gosns uarUszmaniiniaeldeny Tuoen
Bodd latinmsuidainladehluldussneuemns (Taira et
al., 2013; Amer, 2020) Iagfinnssenunisdieentudamila
nUszinranigausnludssmaduivlnsfndu 377,805
WR3NAY vieyadn 278 duneaans (Richburg, 2011) uonani
Usemausdafiiusinanisudeliide 14,500 wedndu Fadu
Suduaosvoslanlud 2021 Ar1usn (Shahbandeh, 2022) &4l
nsdransdseeniudenilafiidnuuznisuiniuania
ugamanmelde Tnslanzegrebslulssmagoinauaziu (Amer,
2020) Famnlunszurunsnisnasladdaymnsinsesisaves
FPD Lﬁmﬁfuﬁﬁmmﬁmﬁﬁﬂﬁ@mﬂmmamﬂlﬁﬁaﬂamaxhj
wangdmiunisuilaavesuyud Sniten1aind uvesseslsn
FPD §elfidunasilunisussiliuaiainimvesnisndndnidnlu
glsUuazansgaluinidnaie (Martland, 1985; Mayne, 2005;
National Chicken Council, 2010)

ndeyafinaiaziiiuin msifin FPD 819ausodinag
nsgnuiateguamdniuazduilaeld uazdagtuiineanuns
AefiAnadostugtAnisainaiina FPD vasnisdsslnidedy

WdeyaegdrinlunaneUsziiiu deugayuanerenisfinm
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Asell WefAnwdeyasunavesaeiuslniliesegUfinisains

e

a v v o =

Aindawhdnauiidssnglisruulsadoulin feenadulsslon
Tugrunisdanisidsdlidenisnsélfimngauniugaseng
WoangURnisaiuazaunuesnisiia FPD luliidonny
védnafarnindnd uazenadsdsnaliijuslnalduslnanan o
finuuasnis Snvtedsanunsodanaliusznounislasy
HamoULTLTL RN TUB e

gunsaluazIsn19ITY
AHINAROIUALNITINUALNITNAGSN
nsfnwiassdagldmunuusssnslademadianun
F1u3U 36,000 /7 lavinsiiuteyaainiisuiensu 1 uns
$1uau 12 Tsadeu meluwiarlsaFeuilifedldidomerimun
F1uIU 9,000 1 FeusaglsaFenavuuseandu 3 doaq ax
3,000 i1 uaglunsnuasdaglidunuussrnslidomag
Tsudousy 1 don mafivtoyaszSuiudoyaliidefifiongdoud

=

21 u wiseenidu 3 nguq az 4 lsuSauq az 3,000 67 Al

s

nquil 1 1dlnanesus Ross 308 (RS) nguit 2 danesiug

il

Arbor Acres (AA) wagnq il 3 9 aneWus Cobb 500 (CB)
UKUNITNAABILUUdNALY T] (completely randomized
design, CRD) Fuvinmsvnaesfiutoyaausliony 21 - 42 fu
lrvsgnidsanglulsudouszuula Tnsliusasndunnaesayly
fufides 960 n3.u/nqu Ausesounauniglulsaudou maon
nsnaaesiiemsuazinlifuedadud dnidldiiusaus
Foyalundsiifideldsunnuimioanmsmenyu uazndnms
VTRl dunsmamdnmslddaiifiesnumeinermans
(eviiluoynywlidnd U1-03187-2559) msduiudeyalnluus
A2NGUNADILAMUATUIAYRINTHUNGUAIBE N Tngldgns
M3fwInYes (Yamane, 1973) foil

1y n = nguFEN
N = druauln (12,000 6/ngu)

e = manuaanasuisausuls 5 % (0.05)

o
o

AU IINFATNITAILIUAMUANGUAI0E19U 198 Y 7
o Y A U 1 1 I3 dyﬁlaﬁl Y o
Awndle Ao ~400 Fy/ngu agdlsfiniu Mmeaesiliidglavin

@ o o= Y

nsguiutuiindeyalidiuiu 600 dv/ndu nsAnwiasailag

€

= o YY)

insduiinuanidnga (body weight; BW) §nwagin1suedgs
winlAfieny 21, 28, 35 uay 42 Ju M¥nsuszifiudnuazinig
wuunsiazwuu nedussidufivssaunisaluaziduauduyn
sau n1stufinuadnuagnsiin FPD §3deldnnulaimiuisnis
284 Rushen et al. (2011); Da Costa et al. (2014); Sarica et al.
(2014) wag Khenjan et al. (2019) lngn1susziiunaazuuadu
5 SEAUAZMUUANUEN YA AUTULIIVDINITHIAGUTINSNLEUIN
suusatfosliunn thifie sedu 0 Azuuu fe linusesunauiiin
g (Und) (Figure 1A) 58AU 1 AzLUN AD WUAWVINTT0EWNE
yadn masoudiduihugudnatsiosnimfeniiiy 0.5 -
1 . (Figure 1B) 5% 2 Avuuu fe Huiiseusosunaiinisua
dntos sesunaiudimady fnuaduihugusnarsuinni
viEewinfu 1w, (Figure 1C) 326U 3 Azuuy Ao duviuauth 4
dompuTinnuns sosunaddmvensruindniaesdari ua
91INUTOLUHANINATY 1 90 (Figure 1D) 78U 4 AxUUL A 99
wWhuaufisestweneniitu Allemeuinauns warsesunadn
fddvergrualugliuus a1 LezoIAINUTEBUNANINAD
1 9@ (Figure 1E)
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(A) (8) ©

score 2

score 0 score 1

(o) (E)

score 3 score 4

Figure 1 Footpad dermatitis score in broiler; the range of severity FPD score used from score 0 (A) was no evidence of FPD to score 4 (E) was serious and

deep lesions of the FPD, respectively.

NITIATIZITEYA

drdouadilduviinismutanduaiied sumingy
(average body weight; BW) vhwindafiifiudy (body weight
gain; WG) aUfn1salnisiiialse (incidence) lne@Anidudnsos
ag (percentage) hagItAT1zANLUTUTIU (analysis of
variance) WUUN19LAY7 (one-way ANOVA) Lagld3auligu
AMNLANANNTEMINALRA YRR UATULLAN YL S v LY
WAAZNAUNAADIALETS Duncan’s new multiple range test
waziINIIILATITRAIENEUNUSA8T5 Pearson’s correlation
analysis Inenmsmanuduiusaesiauusseninaimingala
wazy9018lNfB% N13LAA FPD warAZLULYBIANBNEN1SAN
FPD andurmsiiszsdnisanassidaduetedne (simple
linear regression) ML35U8s Hashimoto et al. (2013) AsEH
M18n31A1UYN (prevalence rate) YBINITLANG UN1ENLAY
Tngn1sldgnsAuinuniuisnisves Stevenson (2008); Ressing
et al,, (2010) el

Period prevalence rate (P.R) = x K

X = Srwalannefidndaindnay
Y = Swlnwaslutsanidnw
K = SruuldfideaniswSeuiiou (12,000 fa/ngu)

NaN133Y
wavesminlnide
uarhwiinadglnidomeiug RS, AA uaz CB uandlu
Table 1 wu1 Autiniedsdiliony 21 wae 28 Yu lidaaw
uansnafunaada (p > 0.05) Iiioaneritug CB o1y 35 was
42 $u huiniedeuniian sesasnfe aeWug RS uaz AA
Muddy (P < 0.01) Wodaneinatmindidinadodu
L§NWﬂaaﬂaumsﬂ"&ﬁqamsmam (81y 21 - 42 Ju) WUl
lrdlomeiiug AA Sdmtindundenasnnismaaosiiniiliide
arewus RS way CB lnaduminia 1945.75, 1955.56
war 1967.31 nfu/f2 MudIdY (P < 0.01) wavming
Afiuduludaseny 21 - 28%u waw 29 - 35 Yu vewhawngy

naaesliinnuuanseiuneada (P > 0.05) ludamiaaving
vosnaifiutoyalutaieny 36 - 42 Suwuin liideansstug cB
fhmdndfdnduinnniiliaeiug A egraifeddnm
adf (P <0.05) usiszarindlnaneiug CB uax RS fthwiingai
dinduludsduasigarinedenuuandistueeslifdeddy
yaadd (P > 0.05) ilefnsiesinarnininfifitudausony
21 - 42 $u wuh meus AA S mdnfidiutunaenmsvaaes
Weuninaneug RS way CB (2,048.50, 2,071.25 uay 2,075.00
N3U) MIUERU (p < 0.01) WATEWINN RS hag CB flfmednd
\Widunasansneasdlifinuuansafuneadd (p > 0.05)
KasmsNIssnydulnunsy TR gANsYIAReINUT aneviug
CB waz RS fiddugeninaneius AA stnsdidodifnydans
add (p < 0.01; 94.32, 94.15 Uag 93.11 NTU/IU MINAIRU)
Havesmsiingaidniay (FPD) Tulride

wateyaniaiia FPD vaslnideudavarsiusuansly
Table 2 wuin Inidleanswug CB flang 21, 28, 35 waw 42 fu
fadidudnisiia FPD @9ni1nquatenus RS way AA
AUEINU WANNNGUNAaDIbUTANLANA 19T UN19ED R
(p > 0.05) N3 FPD waslidafieny 42 Tuvesuazngu
naaesiiilosiwunnisiin FPD Qaﬂfhﬁmq 35, 28 way 21 Ju
AUAINU (P < 0.01) NaTLAT1EYENI1AUYN (prevalence
rate) 104n154iin FPD stadndrunaslivanuaiflilunisnaaes
(12,000 #a/nda) wud1 dadauvesliidemerfmeriug AA, RS
wag CB 18n31AUYNN1sAngungnay 7,035 : 12,000 63,
7,355 : 12,000 7 wag 7,765 : 12,000 63 muadu wiegnals
fAmuisleviinisiTeuifisugdanisel (incident) n1siin FPD
vosudazatsug iy wuln Lifanuuandistunisad
(p > 0.05)

nNNATEAUATIULLAAENTTLAA FPD wandly Table 3
wuin ey 28 u lieganesiug RS uay AA dAnadesesv
Azwuw FPD aglusedu 0.91 uag 0.79 AxluY AUy Bt
2 s ildfaruunnsiatuneadia (p > 0.05) waneiug

AA fisgRuavuLYDaNwE FPD Woaninaneiug CB aenedl
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v o @ a

WedAyneadia (p < 0.05) laganeiug CB Thuidedenruun
Failndszduil 1 azuuu (0.97 Azuuy) naredBsEU
AzuLy FPD o1y 35 uay 42 Yu vedliileaesiug CB fsedu
ATWUUAIINTULTIVEY FPD UINNTIE8WUS RS hay AA
pruay §adannuuane1stued 19l Ted Ay s annead i
(P < 0.01) uagnwuin 9290197 42 Juveslivnngunnassdl
AZLUUANNTULSIVEY FPD 11NNI1Y901Y 35, 28 uay 21 Ju
puaRy (P < 0.01)
AnduUsyandanduiussewinaimindseUadisus
A"3Lfin FPD (Table 4 wag Figure 2A) wu31 danduuszans
anduiusidauin 0.546 wazAduuszaninisannesanaes

Table 1 Production performance of broilers in different period of age

R? = 0.320 wazAranduiusvesrtogvesiniuivesidud
n19iAia FPD wud1 datandunusidevinivany 0915
(p <0.01) ArduUszans nnney R? = 0.837 (Table 4 uay
Figure 20) Aanduiusssiaimindaliiiefussiunsuuy
anYueINITU03 FPD (Table 4 whag Figure 2B) Wu 3
fienanduiusideuin 0.858 (p < 0.01) duUszAvinisnnnes
R? = 0.737 wagAandunusseninggegiua1seauas L
Y8IINIIANNTURTIVES FPD uanslu Table 4 uag Figure 2D
WU dArandunusiiauinivindu 0.945 (p < 0.01) wazden
duUszAvdnisannes R? = 0.903

Parameters RS AA CB P-value
BW of broilers (g)
- Initial weights (21 days of age) 952.75 925.75 963.75 0.076
- 28 days of age 1,566.50 1,561.75 1,576.25 0.062
- 35 days of age 2,279.00° 2,267.25° 2,290.50¢ 0.000
- 42 days of age 3,024.00° 3,001.25° 3,038.75° 0.000
- X 21-42days of age 1,955.56" 1,945.75° 1,967.31° 0.000
WG of broiler (g)
- 21 - 28 days of age 613.75 609.00 612.50 0.845
- 29 - 35 days of age 712.50 705.50 714.25 0.307
- 36 - 42 days of age 745.00"° 734.00° 748.25° 0.016
WG of 21 - 42 days of age (g) 2,071.25° 2,048.507 2,075.00° 0.008
ADG of 21 - 42 days of age (g/d) 94.15° 93.11° 94.32° 0.008
b€ Means in the same row with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.01)
Table 2 The incident case and prevalence of FPD broilers in different treatment
FPD broiler RS AA CB P-value'
No. of broiler (heads; h) 600 600 600
— 21 Days of age; h (%) 170 (28.33)° 159 (26.50)° 179 (29.83)° 0.633
— 28 Days of age; h (%) 358 (59.67)° 343 (57.17)° 392 (65.33)° 0.208
— 35 Days of age; h (%) 453 (75.50)° 433 (72.17)° 476 (79.33)° 0.220
— 42 Days of age; h (%) 490 (81.67) 472 (78.67)° 506 (84.33)" 0.364
P-value® 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
X Incident case (%) 61.29 58.63 64.71 0.973
Prevalence rate : 12,000 (heads) 7,355 7,035 7,765
259 Means in the same column with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.01)
" Means a common superscript are P-value in the same row
?Means a common superscript are P-value in the same column
Table 3 Average of FPD scores in different treatment
Period of age (day) RS CB P-value’
21 0.35+0.04" 0.3120.01" 0.36:0.06" 0.330
28 091+0.01% 0.79+0.05% 0.97+0.12°° 0.029
35 1.53+0.03%" 1.29+0.18% 1.78+0.11° 0.001
42 1.88+0.10°° 1.60+0.23%° 2.14+0.04° 0.003
P-value? 0.000 0.000 0.000
X 21 - 42 days of age 1.1740.03° 1.000.10° 1.3140.04° 0.000

2 < Means in the same row with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.05)

850 Means in the same column with different superscripts differ significantly (p < 0.01)

" Means a common superscript are P-value in the same row
2 . .
Means a common superscript are P-value in the same column
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Table 4 Correlation coefficients among body weight, days of age with average percentage of FPD and FPD score in broiler reared under evaporative system

X BW FPD (%) FPD score Days of age FPD (%) FPD score
X BW of broilers 1 0.546 0.858**
Percentage of FPD 0.546 1 0.813**
FPD score 0.858** 0.813** 1
Days of age 1 0.915** 0.950**
Percentage of FPD 0.915** 1 0.945%*
FPD score 0.950** 0.945** 1
** Significantly different from zero (p < 0.01)
75.00 1.75
y = 0.2472x - 422.06 y = 0.013x - 24.348
R?=0.32 R?=0.7378
70.00 o 1.50 4
) 8 .. """"
g .
< 6500 S S A 2. 3 ——————————————————— - s
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Figure 3 Scatter diagram of regression analysis between, (A) average BW of broilers and FPD percentage, (B) average BW of broilers and FPD score, (C) days

of age and FPD percentage, (D) days of age and FPD score

39150iHAN15798

Wntinddin vealniloaneiug AA AsudlTuN1IVAaRY

91y 21 Tu unseTRdUgan1INaaesiieny 42 Ju duwine

wignaeanIInaaatrInimnngueg1ildedAgydnisaia

(p < 0.01) @AAABIAU Kongpechr & Sohsuebngarm (2020)

Alasenui lnlleug AA o1y 39 Ju Suwtniidiniade

wesninanenug CB uay RS agiitudAgn1aada (p < 0.05)

awiiug AA S mednd iy uagdnsinisasyivlnads
naeANIINAaeIlBYNINa18WUus RS war CB (p < 0.01)
WAsEnINe RS wag CB dauunnasiuetslifdodiAgyni
afid (p > 0.05) Fawansidvaenndeatuteyaves Rahimi et
al. (2006); Aviagen (2014a);, Aviagen (2014b) wag Cobb
(2015) At aeiug CB uay RS Suwmiings dudnd
Wiy savis ADG gendhaneug AA egndlsfinuimiiniade
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vodliifeluniimaasseglugieliiiy + 25% numnsgu
aneug

]
=

TunsAnnadedldmmsuszifiunassiunziuuves
Fald e dumusifsdnumsinisuasmiuguussweanis
\Ain FPD Fan1suseidiunadussduazuuud 1einseeusuiy
Imﬂ‘ﬁ"ﬂ‘d (Martrenchar et al,, 2002; Allain et al., 2009;

o a

Michel et al., 2012) :MNuaIIBTTAUALILULNTAR FPD W10e

28 Juvedlniwaganeiug CB duilldnafvavwuuduriindssau

o
=

i 1 Azuuy (0.97 Azuuw) FesdaansBuiisesunavuiniin
ugedthaaseu durigugnarsvuaosnimiewiniy
0.5 - 1 %y, uazldddoyaiiudngin Michel et al (2012)
et msfilaidnuarusniduveanisia FPD duasilses
unaldn o ungavintdesnin 500 guvlniosEuiddeudns
wdesdsdeudnamadie 129978 35 uar 42 u ynaneus
Inlunnnquneaeaiinisiia FPD unninsesas 70 (Table 2)
wildfAnuuand1aiun1eada (p > 0.05) wazALad Bz
AzluudnwarInisues FPD Tulnaneug CB ddgeniingula
aeug RS uay AA agraliluddyBaneadn (o < 0.01) Tedl
winlthin aneriug CB fszduasuuugegndisesiu 2.14 Azuuy
(11011 2 Azuuy) Tufe duviifinnisuinti sesunalluqnd
fpdnfiiionts suadukiguenansnnndmieri iy 1 e,
wazo1aNuIINNI 1 90 wanslidiudy Tenranisiiin FPD Tuln
aefug CB flgandnanesiug RS way AA Teaemndesivanuide
84 Martins et al. (2016) AlUSsuiisunsiin FPD vesliane
Wug CB uag RS Anuin anesiug CB T8msnsiAnses FPD
qundiaesiug RS egnsiitfodiAynaada (p < 0.05) e
esnntymiFesimiing ansanisiienesidoyalunis
Hoadaildinudr lianeius €8 fhiwudndagania RS uay AA
AUEU (p < 0.01) BamsiilafdminiiFingedimnuiouies
funisasalignizaimain FPD getu Tasasituldainua
seAUAZLUUNSAN FPD Lodgnasnnisnaasamuin 1ﬂ'tﬁaﬂajm
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fedddansadf (p < 0.01) aenadasiu Michel et al.
(2012); Shepherd & Fairchild, 2010; Taira et al. (2013) wag
Bilgili et al. (2010) 7518913 I mnunnsldAnnisne
Wuudnagwnvesliluvne ity Wy viets Ifunndnlads
dhwiindes ffuisannsayliAanissniauressosuna i
wnnPuld uenanil Sarica et al. (2014) Ideeud Woviinas
Wisuilsudnuazvesnisiin FPD vesliifeiiinsasyiula
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\eennanumunuress Yiumemsdnd szduves
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Gﬁl’”miﬂmmmsg 28, 35 Way 42 Ju uanannuegalidedfgy
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11173 (Dowsland, 2008; CPRC, 2018)
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ABSTRACT

Keyword
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This study was influenced of strains on footpad dermatitis (FPD) in broilers, by the experiment
used of male broiler at 21 days of age. Thirty—six thousand chickens were randomly divided into
3 groups. Each group composed of 12,000 heads, and there were allotted to 4 replicates per group;
group 1 — 3 used Ross (RS), Arbor Acres (AA) and Cobb (CB), respectively. There were freely
accessed to water and feed (ad libitum) and raised on ground floor by used rice husk as a bedding
material in evaporative cooling house. Then 600 birds of each were randomly recorded body
weights and score of FPD on a 0 — 4 points scale. The FPD score was recorded at 21, 28, 35, and
42 days of age. The results revealed that the total of average body weight gain and ADG of AA
breeds were significantly lower than RS and CB (p < 0.01). The average FPD score of CB broiler
at 35 and 42 days of age were significantly higher than that other groups (p < 0.01). The
prevalence rate of FPD in AA, RS and CB broilers had 7,035, 7,355 and 7,765 : 12,000 birds,
respectively. The incidence of FPD in CB group had the tendency of higher percentage than those
of RS and AA groups (64.71, 61.29 and 58.63 %, respectively) (p > 0.05). Moreover, it was
found that the older age and higher body weight were positively correlated with the more
percentage of FPD and severe FPD lesion scores. The heavier weight of broiler chickens, it causes
more pressure on the footpad area than light weight chickens. Thus, it can be resulted that the
heavier broiler chickens more increased inflammatory lesion of the footpad.
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