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Table 1 Composition and nutrients of basal diet in experiment

113

Amount (kg)

Ingredients Starter Grower Finisher
(0-10 days) (11-24 days) (25-42 days)

Corn 55.46 58.28 62.95
Soybean meal 48 % 38.60 35.17 30.14
Rice bran oil 211 3.15 3.86
Monocalcium phosphate 22 % 0.77 0.59 0.45
Limestone 1.29 1.16 1.05
Salt 0.58 0.47 0.31
Sodium bicarbonate - 0.15 0.30
DL-Methionine 0.32 0.26 0.23
L-Lysine 0.20 0.12 0.13
L-Threonine 0.10 0.06 0.03
Vitamin & Mineral premix" 0.24 0.24 0.24
Choline chloride 60 % 0.08 0.08 0.08
Antioxidant & Toxin binder 0.16 0.16 0.16
Anticoccidial 0.05 0.05 -
Phytase 10000 IU/g 0.01 0.01 0.01
Nutrients by calculation

Metabolizable energy (kcal/kg) 3000 3100 3200
Crude protein (%) 23 215 19.50
Fiber (%) 3.59 3.45 3.26
Fat (%) 4.68 577 6.56
Methionine (%) 0.67 0.60 0.54
Methionine + Cystine (%) 1.08 0.99 0.91
Lysine (%) 1.44 1.29 1.16
Threonine (%) 0.97 0.88 0.78
Valine (%) 1.13 1.06 0.97
Calcium (%) 0.96 0.87 0.79
Total phosphorus (%) 0.72 0.67 0.62
Available phosphorus (%) 0.48 0.44 0.39
Na (%) 0.23 0.23 0.21
Dietary electrolyte balance (dEB; mEg/kg) 246 250 244

! Premix provided per kilogram of diet: vitamin A (transretinyl acetate), 10,000 IU; vitamin D3 (cholecalciferol), 3,000 I1U; vitamin E (all-rac-Ol-tocopherol), 30 IU;

menadione, 1.3 mg; thiamin, 2.2 mg; riboflavin, 8 mg; nicotinamide, 40 mg; choline chloride, 400 mg; calcium pantothenate, 10 mg; pyridoxine HCL, 4 mg; biotin,

0.04 mg; folic acid, 1 mg; vitamin B12 (cobalamin), 0.013 mg; Fe (from ferrous sulfate), 80 mg; Cu (from copper sulphate), 8.0 mg; Mn (from manganese sulphate),

110 mg; Zn (from zinc oxide), 60 mg; | (from calcium iodate), 1.1 mg; Se (from sodium selenite), 0.3 mg.

MTUATIIMUSHIARAWYSER eummiln Quantitative polymerase
chain reaction (GPCR)

Wi 8@ nw1U3 uras uILUAT LS 8 Lactobacilus sp.,
Salmonella spp. wae Escherichia coli \iiufeg 9o g oelu
Sldnngldvia 4 dau Ao glofitu agify Todey uas@iy thn
afpAduevesuuafiFe Taglde Pimer Admezinzastuandly
Table 2 Busfutunou Pre-denaturation gaumail 94 °C uwu 2wl
dsudaludunsiiutiinamidue $1uu 40 seufigamgil 94 °C
w1 30 3t gamdl 72 °C uw 30 Uil uavAugnnsieTieid
gaunfdl 72 °C Wy 10 W19l 6198 5X HOT FIREPOL® EvaGreen®

Table 2 Real-Time PCR primers

qPCR Mix Plus Taeld Bio-Rad CFX96 real-time PCR wag CFX
Manager Software (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA) AMTIAUSHULUATLS &
(CFU/NSY) TN 1sANUALRUS A UANINSEIUTRUATIS B AL
1A (Dumonceaux et al., 2006)
MsAATIYTOYaN DA
ToyaitldanmanaaessenunalugUvesiied suazen
\J sauuAss I (Mean + SD) uasiU3suiiisuauumns1aves
AlaAsusazNgIMAREIREIT Unpaired ttest Aszdumnudesiuf
95 % (p < 0.05) Wneldlusunsudn3agy SAS version 9.0

Product size

Genes Primer sequence (5’-3’) References
(bp)
Lactobacillus sp. F-AGCAGTAGGGAATCTTCCA 341 Walter et al. (2001)
R-CACCGCTACACATGGAG
Salmonella spp. F-TCATCGCACCGTCAAAGGAACC 284 Lietal. (2012)
R-GTGAAATTATCGCCACGTTCGGGCAA
E. coli F-CATGCCGCGTGTATGAAGAA 585 Penders (2007)

R-CGGGTAACGTCAATGAGCAAA
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HALAZINTINANITIY
Ysrmnsuvaiiselumaiuems
nsAnwUseunsuuaiisslualdvndiuvedn lngld
wmAdla Real-time PCR Aauandlu Table 3 lunuaauuansig
289U52¥n5 E coli war Lactobacillus sp. i a1 ldv&nau
aloftin 1t wazlodenegdituddyseninngunisaaes
(p > 0.05) lumatiue ms drudiunguiiasudieninuas
uzvmtlounu Lactobacillus sp. fusuaniady (p <0.01)
wilsddsnaliuszunns £ coli anaaifleiisuiunguauay
(p < 0.05) wenvnithiny Salmonella spp. Tunndiuvesald
#eaoengunINARe Lactobacillus sp. \iunuafiFeluldu
Firmicutes danuanansalunisldlndiiueauazasansiuunue
ladlumaiuemsdnd wu SCFAs wummeilodu uazlalnsiau
wWeseenles uedufinanaydulaiemuauninfulaves
wunafiSenelsalaen1susugiAuiuvedeas (Dempsey & Cor,
2022) uenaMni Lactobacillus sp. neglunguvesuuniifed
wAnnsauanfnls (Lactic acid bacteria) Insuuadiiielunguil
a1unsanseRun1InevaNamagiduiulavateniu Yieusu
aunaniiAuiy Usuuazauaunisnevausiniagiduiuluald
Tnensanlalalaifivhliinnssnau dunisudn 1gA Tuasdn
s uarduaunsneuaussanidutuiisimzuarlisanig
sordelsn Uugdunislumaduomsuazdudatolse Usulge
panmiioresdnidn uastioifuuszAninmnismdnveasln
Asenals (Lutful Kabir, 2009; Wyszyﬁska & Godlewska, 2021)
N19A N¥1U89 Saeed & Tariq (2007) WAZITUA N¥I
Aeatugunimuarduns lumaduewnsveslinsenafidesdu
AziiinAaATenIInANNTou wunsaleaanInfiuiunm

Table 3 Determination of bacterial load by real-time PCR

gariu (0, 75, 150, 300 uag 600 fadnsu/Alansy) Yreuiuuse
AuEmsatunsiiueyyadasy wwiuauwdssvesdld
LarusseInIsUInduiitAnananueseaainanusoulsd
H1uN15AUAN A UNTElun19LAue1n1s (Yang et al., 2022)
wonanurufnuly a1satnainnsnuazadiu 100 ppm
famuindisUsuasulssnsgdunidlumaiueimsvesla
nsgnafignnssduliAnlsdldsniaunuuiidonts anmnula
sonadulsn waranauuussvesisaluliidoaetugnnsd
18 (Kim et al., 2015) wona ni uATeTes Kumar et al (2011)
Anvinavesansatnanuzvudounnuidudy 20 % dimin/
U3uns nudaunsasesiuluaviienalsale sauie £ coli
sglsiimalunisdnwadednudn £ coli iusaumnduly
nauiiasudaensnuazuzerndon udasdniniuduves
Lactobacillus sp. waigalaianunsnnIuAunIsasave £ coli
1§ gslsimunisiiusauiues £ coli ldlddmalifiin
armsvastsela q lwlaflasunsiasundnuazazanudenlunis
nAapIASal WuReatutun1sAneves Viveros et al. (2011)
Anuiinseiuninegududutazasaiaainudnogu dai
safUszneundniduarsindiluea nunisiiuduauduves
E. coli, Lactobacillus, Enterococcus wag Clostridium Tudg iy
Tngldlddwmadosonisasaiviavesdiinszng iesrnianis
$nwraunaseninUssrnsvesuuaiiiSedidulssloviuas
wuAEnealsA
@zummﬁ'ya
mwizLﬁumwwmﬁma%ﬂmmwLﬂfaﬁuaal,ﬂfaaml,amiu
Table 4 Wudwqmamﬂ’ﬁmamamwmmmﬁmufaaﬂlﬂ' GRIRF
aydotvionnuausolumsdu warusudeuresnduiile
ondlAliunnAeiuneadd (p > 0.05)

Parameter (log CFU g™) Treatment SEM p-value
CON IHP

Duodenum
Lactobacillus sp. 9.35 + 0.80 8.91 + 0.49 0.64 0.28
E. coli 7.29 +1.37 8.22 +0.70 1.1 0.17
Salmonella spp. ND ND - -
Jejunum
Lactobacillus sp. 9.78 + 0.65 9.29 +0.70 0.66 0.24
E. coli 6.94 + 0.98 7.54 +0.77 0.86 0.26
Salmonella spp. ND ND - -
Ileum
Lactobacillus sp. 9.93 + 0.54 10.07 + 0.63 0.53 0.69
E. coli 8.10 £ 0.29 7.89 £ 0.44 0.35 0.35
Salmonella spp. ND ND - -
Cecum
Lactobacillus sp. 8.83 + 0.10° 9.84 + 0.31° 0.55 <0.01
E. coli 9.61 = 0.43° 10.13 = 0.11° 0.39 0.03
Salmonella spp. ND ND - -

CON = control feed (basal diet), IHP = basal diet + 0.1 g/kg of chili pepper powder and 0.2 g/kg of Indian gooseberry powder. ND = Not detected, SEM = standard

error of mean.

2 Means with in the same row with different uppercase superscripts indicate a significant difference (p < 0.05).
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Table 4 Meat quality characteristics of breast muscles in broilers

115

Treatment
Parameter SEM p-value
CON IHP
Thawing loss (%) 541 + 249 4.95 + 221 217 0.75
Drip loss (%) 397 + 1.37 3.11 £ 0.90 1.14 0.23
Cooking loss (%) 28.23 + 3.45 26.58 + 2.07 2.73 0.34
Shear force (N) 11.38 + 3.50 9.54 + 1.04 2.53 0.26

CON = control feed (basal diet), IHP = basal diet + 0.1 g/kg of chili pepper powder and 0.2 g/kg of Indian gooseberry powder. SEM = standard error of mean.

mﬂmaﬁﬂmqmmwLﬁaamﬁaﬁﬂmﬂmmmﬂmvﬁwaq
\ioon (WB) uwaranedudvuwileen (ws) Tagld3ansanm
n99aneInIAAIEns (Figure 1 uay 2) wuhezuuiionten
lufiauuanateiuegsdidedrrgneana Inglinu WB score
1 (floonund) LLazwummﬁmﬂﬂﬁmaqLﬁawﬁwanmaqama‘imﬂ
mansia 2 naumImaaes fnwuansnsiieruuuionthend
wuauudwaraneidudvnuwi sen (Figure 1A waz 18)
IﬂaﬂémL‘f‘jaaﬂﬁﬁmmﬁmﬂﬂﬁqumwamﬂﬂq’umaaa (Figure
2) nunnsileveseadndnuile wadme wadsniay wazin
Tundnilefiidymenuudeuiioon (Figure 24) wonainih
Favunsunsnveaiioideluilundunioarefinuidudanivy
leen (Figure 2B) wanslifiuinnsiadudensnuasuzaudoy
Ldemasionisdostunmsidemevenduiieen demanuaau
Anunfvesioonluisnetu savislddsnadenmamioosied
HodrAgyn1eedia (p > 0.05)

MnauAguiiansinaiiueaiifuesdusznovveanin
wazuzvudenfiuszansamduansinueuyyadaszdoiunis
\ineendiaduveendiuilele (Bebin et al, 2017; Mazur-

KuSnirek et al,, 2019) 11uidoiAnwr Tulninsznediaiusiaeg
AnfuSuasudnsusinafiueatisiiiuauansalunisgu
voaiile annisgapdon ausssnedluidodnd (Mazur-
Ku$nirek et al, 2019) uazdawUiulgadnumeiivsnguouile
wazauansolunsdaiy maenauannisifianisgyided
91nnsutLduls (Bebin et al, 2017) MsAnwiasindiluead
wlunsnuazazaadeuronunmiiefuruazenuaslingems
AIBNSERUMENIALNAGA 1.0 % waznsalaluadn 1.0 % uand
Tiduildnguilldfuansasuionuannsalumsguduiuiy
(Jung et al,, 2010; Lee et al,, 2012) Vfﬂfrﬂ'%mmmna%uw%ﬂ
wazuzaudomdudiuddyiifnatonunimie Wesnau
Anunfivesnduniewiheniintuanvansaninndeiu nisiads
winwazuzurudenlusimslnnsenaaenidivisannisiia
ArueseaanUfiseendinduiinduionthonanauanh
msLf]ua’]iﬁma%a5aszlu'aflu’ﬁaamm’mﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁmmﬂﬁmLﬁa
wihonld orafumszszdunnaiudldlunsfnuni Tl
wollazanAuEse At Uld (Erinle et al,, 2022; Zeferino

et al, 2016)

Figure 1 Photomicrographs of histological cross sections of Pectoralis major muscle from broilers (Hematoxylin and eosin staining, 100x). A = Histomorphologic

scoring of Wooden breast (Score 1 - 4): 1 = Normal breast (not found in this study) -

2 = Mild WB; Mild regenerating fibers — 3 = Moderate WB; Regenerating

fibers, small, basophilic, irregular myofibers, endo- and perimysial fibrosis — 4 = Severe WB; Loss of normal muscle architecture, fiber atrophy, splitting, and

vacuolation, increased interstitial fibrosis and inflammation. B = Histomorphologic scoring of White stripping (Score 1 - 3): 1 = Mild WS; Mild myofiber necrosis

(<10 %), scattered atrophic fibers and inflammatory cells in the endomysium - 2 =

Moderate WS; Moderate myofiber necrosis (10 - 50 %), scattered inflammatory

cells in the endomysium and adipose tissue infiltration — 3 = Severe WS; Muscular degeneration (> 50 % of necrotic fibers), fiber with vacuolization, fibrosis,

endomysial edema and adipose tissue infiltration.
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(

picture represent regenerating muscle fibers (arrow), fibrosis (*), fiber atrophy (arrowheads) and adipose tissue infiltration (**).

UseFnsnmnsiesasaule

navoinisasuns nuazuzvinUenlusinisdnd
soUszAnsnmnisiasayivlnveslnnsznsuansly Table 5
NHANINARBINUTT Anvlndaiud Y (BWG) Usinainns
Aulaaesla (F) A1 FCR wazan FCG luuans1eiunisad f
(p > 0.05) AADATZEZIIANISA 81 TaenuinUszansainnis
WigiulnveslnnaaelA1gInIININTgINYes @1ewug (Ross,
2022) Fudunaainnisideuenines VISR R UL TR NIRRT
i lnanunsadndemsldewasiinnueieates duwalilad
Uizﬁw%‘mwmsm?mLﬁuimﬁ'ﬁmﬁ (Abudabos et al., 2013;
Dozier et al., 2006; Nasr et al., 2021; Son et al., 2022) agals
Anunavesnsiasuninuazuzaudonluomsaeusyansnm
nssgrAvlaveslnnsznlduansrsiuegefided Ay nneada
wAnusnsInsiuemslunguiiiauninuaguzvudoudan
anaslunnIveznIndes eninanuavesansalleduesdi
WuesdUsznaudidgyveansnatuauensIn1siueIns
1AEAIUANNITNBUALDITDIFOT U Leptin HIUNITYINIUVBY
wuariselumiaiue ns (Wang et al,, 2020) a@slndaduoa
foglunzaudeuuazansuaulesduiiogluninisdaaduguam
Sld Drofianszansammsgosuaznisgady uazasiEay

mﬂﬂa (Panchal et al,, 2018; Sanati et al,, 2018) dswaliiln
fluszansamnasldomnsiingu tnsddsndudeiverns
i Wewnlsundsnuluemsifieswesennudenis
W& (Classen, 2017) uenanntiu msAnwiidlainugnsinisme
vadlifatuseninuazazudeudeifisuiunguaiunuiiny
msmevadln lnenudnvazilunisaengyiuiy Aenunisme
yaslAwuunesiuty flenistndu 4 uasidndeume Sanululd
i dumnuin Tnisa wargaunind (Sosnowka-Czajka &
Skomorucha, 2022) lngannguilsiivilfiAneinisddonia
wwnuedndulasy Fuina1nn1sINEIYeIMITVBIT N8
Raunilu annwanisnaassuanaldiiuiinisiasunsnuay
ugvudensnafinalunistivannisaengsiuiululnnsevng
2INNITANAULATEAIINUGATE19NTATUKALN1TAANISLAR
AMzaunuaandulasule (Kumar et al,, 2018; Panchal et al,,
2018; Sanati et al, 2018) § sd@onnd s ufUIIUANYIVD
Kumar & Singh (2005) finuiinisiasuuzanudeuaunsayae
Wusgavsnmnnsndnvedlinsenaaziinudnsnsaevedla
mwuﬁmﬁwﬁ’umjmmuqm wazn15ANYIUDY Moradi et al.
(2016) uaz Adegoke et al. (2018) Flinusmsnisaevadlily
naulesusenEn

Table 5 Effect of dietary Chili pepper powder and Indian gooseberry powder supplementation on broiler performance

Parameter Treatment SEM p-value
CON IHP

Grower (11-24 days)

Initial body weight (g) 301.73 + 10.16 302 + 18.49 14.22 0.97
Final body weight (g) 1391.36 + 195.48 1419 + 96.91 146.75 0.68
Body weight gain (g) 1090 + 193.22 1117.09 + 83.83 142.67 0.67
ADG (g/d) 77.83 + 13.80 79.79 + 5.99 10.19 0.67
Feed intake (g/d) 144291 + 102.04 1362 + 114.03 110.81 0.09
FCR 1.36 + 0.26 1.22 +0.08 0.20 0.11
FCG 27.26 +5.28 24.58 + 1.57 3.95 0.13
Mortality (%) 8.33 0 - -
Finisher (25-42 days)

Initial body weight (g) 1391.36 + 195.48 1408 + 100.07 147.75 0.68
Final body weight (g) 3326.36 + 418.65 3418.18 + 213.49 320.14 0.53
Body weight gain (g) 1935 + 249.66 1999.09 + 177.71 209.08 0.49
ADG (g/d) 107.5 + 13.87 111.06 + 9.87 11.62 0.50
Feed intake (g/d) 341291 + 290.46 3290.55 + 567.14 433.93 0.53
FCR 1.78 £ 0.14 1.66 + 0.32 0.25 0.29
FCG 34.95 + 2.75 32.88 + 6.43 4.83 0.34
Mortality (%) 8.33 0 - -
Overall (11-42 days)

Initial body weight (g) 301.73 + 10.16 302 + 18.49 14.22 0.97
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Table 5 Continued Effect of dietary Chili pepper powder and Indian gooseberry powder supplementation on broiler performance
Treatment
Parameter SEM p-value
CON IHP
Final body weight (g) 3326.36 + 418.65 3418.18 + 213.49 320.14 0.53
Body weight gain (g) 3024.64 + 414.83 3116.18 + 207.49 316.04 0.52
ADG (g/d) 94.52 + 12.96 97.38 + 6.48 9.88 0.52
Feed intake (g/d) 4855.82 + 357.34 4652.55 + 622.49 494.47 0.36
FCR 1.62 + 0.16 1.50 + 0.21 0.19 0.13
FCG 32.08 +3.25 29.82 £ 4.16 3.74 0.17
Mortality (%) 16.67 0 - -

CON = control feed (basal diet), IHP = basal diet + 0.1 g/kg of chili pepper powder and 0.2 g/kg of Indian gooseberry powder. ADG = average daily gain; FCR =

feed conversion ratio; FCG = feed cost per gain, SEM = standard error of mean.

a3UNaN1339Y

nsAnwluasadasulddn wavesninasunsnuas
wzvnday anunsauiulassadeussensydunidludiuves
Irinsemsld Tnensduaialfuuaiidoffvsimandingy adrsans
wunvelad YreUuUTIguAIIAUe I SLARINSATINS
sendanvasinnsyne lnelidwmadesioauninuarssdnsamn
NSKaN

AnAnssuUsznA

MuiTeavuidniaaaasludei desvevounszan
TUsunsuaduayunisiauimaluladuazuinnssu (ITAP) wag
U3 @ woa Tavistu S1in AldlHGunuaivayunsideluads
i YavaunsEAMNIsUlAna9aI5I819NNENY A1AIAFRIUIa
ARIZLNYAT AAIngdeinensmansiinnsatuayuaouiily
mehnsnaassuaziuieg1euide
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This study evaluated the impacts of Habanero pepper powder and Indian gooseberry powder (IHP)
on intestinal bacteria, meat quality, and growth performance of broiler chickens. A total of 24 male
Ross 308 broilers were randomly divided into two groups: the control group (CON) and the IHP
treatment group (supplemented with 0.01 % Habanero pepper powder and 0.02 % Indian
gooseberry powder). Growth performance was monitored on a weekly basis over a period of 42
days. The findings revealed no significant differences in BWG, FI, and FCR between the groups
(p>0.05), with no observed mortality. Based on carcass trait analysis, there were no significant
differences in drip loss, cooking loss, or shear force (p > 0.05). Supplementation with IHP
demonstrated its potential to increase the abundance of Lactobacillus sp. (p < 0.01), while E. coli
was not reduced (p > 0.05). According to the results, supplementation with Habanero pepper and
Indian gooseberry powder was demonstrated to modulate lactic acid bacteria in cecum and balance
bacterial population in the gut of broiler chickens.
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