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The effect of different levels of expanding blood meal on the production
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Abstract: Three hundred huoyan geese (1 142.68 +50.64 ¢ BW; 28 d of age) were randomly divided into three treatments with 1.5% 3.0%
and 4.5% expanding blood meal in the diets ( five replicates of 20 geese per treatment) . The feeding experiment lasted for 28 days. The results
showed that different levels of expanding blood meal had a significant influence on the growth performance of growing geese and the group added
3.0% expanded blood meal was significantly higher than the groups other added 1.5% expanding blood meal and the group added 4.5% ex—
panding blood meal in the average daily gain and average daily feed intake the group added 3.0% expanding blood meal was significantly lower
than other groups in the feed conversion ratio; the number of lactic acid bacteria and bifidobacteria in the group added 3.0% expanding blood
meal group were higher than other groups but had the lowest number of E. coli in the three groups; the number of lactic acid bacteria and
bifidobacterium in the group added 1.5% expanding blood meal were lower than the other groups but had the highest number of E. coli. In con—

clusion the best addition level of expanding blood meal in the diets of the growing huoyan geese was 3.0% in this test.
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