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Table 1.Compostition of Gizzard Mucouse Membrane Powder

C. protem C. fiber C. Ash Moisture Fat Ca P
83.26 .17 1.24 10. 96 .59 .558 . 150
A. 0. A.C Method (by Y. H.Cha)
T.N* PO** KO Ca0 MgO Na Fe Mn Zn Cu
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (ppm) (ppm)  (ppm) (ppm)
11. 38 .39 .02 .08 .01 .021 162 6.4 23.4 36.2

*  Kjedahl Method
** Lancaster Method

The other composition; Automic absorption spectrophotometer method (by Y. H. Cha) at Live-stock

Experment Station, Suweon, Korea.

Table 2.Experimental Design

Plot C T, T, T, Total
Piece 15 15 15 15 60 (Female)
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Table 3.Blood Picture Value in Blood of the Fowl.

Ltems RBC Hb WBC Lymph, Hetero. Eesion. Baso. Morno.

10w | gm/100ml | 10*/mm® % % % % %

1 2.13 7.98 1.98 60 26 2 2 10

2 2.18 7.74 1.80 61 20 3 3 14

Cl 3 2.29 7.91 1.64 57 24 3 2 13
M [2.1740.10 | 7.8840.12 | 1.81+0.63 | 59. 3+2.08 23.3+2.68| 2.7+0.58 | 2.3+0.58 | 12.4+2.08 |

1 2.84 7.98 1.80 61 24 2 1 8

o | 2 2.14 7.05 1.71 63 19 4 2 12

! 3 2.17 7.30 1.57 65 21 2 2 14
M ]2.3840.40 [7.4440.48 | 1.69+0.12 | 63.0+2.0 }21.3+2.52] 2.7+1.16 | 1.720.58 | 11.3£3.06

1 2.14 8.12 1.68 62 26 3 3 13

| 2 2.31 7.89 1.4 60 20 3 2 8

3 2.24 7.34 1.71 59 25 4 1 11
M {2.2340.10 | 7.7840.40 | 1.6110.16 | 60.3+1.53 [23.7+3.22{ 3.3+0.58 | 2.0+1.0 [10.7+2.52

1 2.52 9.13 1.64 61 25 ] 3 F)

T, | 2 2.85 8.99 1.35 64 21 3 1 11

3 2.33 9.28 1.68 59 22 5 4 9
M [2.5740.26[9.13+0.14 | 1.56+0.20 | 61.33+2.59 22.7£2.08 [ 4.0+1.73 | 2.7+1.53 |9.33£1.53
T.M**  [2.340.21[8.06£0.28 | 1.67+0.23 | 60. 98+1.76/22. 75+2.27| 3.17+0.95 | 2.17+0.85 |10. 84+2.02

* Mean of triphcate

+ Standard dewistion

** Total mean
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Table 4.Size of Erythrocyte

. Long axis | Short axis| Thickness
Rephcation
() (1) )
1 12.08 6.81 3.62
2 11. 34 6.75 3.59
3 12. 80 6.90 3.50
Mean* 12.01+0.74| 6.82+0.10| 3.57£0.08

* Mean of triphcate

+ Standard deviation
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Studies of the Effect on Fowl Gizzard Mucouse Membr-

ane Powder Treatment on the Blood Pattern in

tory Animals

Labora-

I. Effects of the Blood Picture in Fowl

Han Gie Rhee, B. S., M. S.

Laboratory, Daeyle Dairy Products
Co., L.td. Korea Explosives Group

Oak Yun Park D. V.M., Prof.

Jinju Agricultural & Forestry ¢
Jumor College

Abstract

In order to examine effects of fowl gizzard membrane dry powder on blood pictu-
re in egg type fowl on the basis of the data obtained from 60 pieces female egg type
fow], they are allotted for 4 treatments according to the level of the control, 1%
(Ty), 2%(T,), and 3% (T;) after breeding them for 8 weeks.

The results obtamned in this were summarized as follows:

1. The numerical value of erythrocyte at each plot was high i the order of T,
(2.57£0.26 X 10* /mm®), T,(2.23+0.10x10°/mm®), T,(2.38+0.40X10°/mm’), and C

(2.17£0.10X 10° /um?) .

Total mean value was 2.34+0.21X10°/mm®. The R.B.C.co-

unts of treatment were found to be hgher than those of the control of all treatm-

ents.

2. The numerical value of hemoglobin at each plot was high n order of T,(9.13+
0.14gm/100ml), T,(7.78+0.40gm/100ml), and T, (7.44+0.48gm/100ml). Total mean

valus was 8.0610.28gm/100ml.

There was non~ sigmficance (P<0.01) between treatment values and control value.
3. The numerical value of leukocyte at each plot was hgh in the order of C(1.81
+0.63x10*/mn®), T,(1.69+0.12X10*/mm®), T, (1.61+0.16X 10*/mm®), and T, ( 1.56

+0.20X 10*/mm* ).

Total mean value was 1.67-+0.23X10*/mm?.

The more fowl gizzard mucouse membrane powder was added to the more the W.

B.C. count at each plot was decreased.

4. The differental count of fowl means of lymphocyte, heterophiles, eosinphiles,

basophiles, and & monocytes were 60, 98:1.76%, 22.75+2.27%,3.17+0.95%,
40.85%, and 10.84 +2.02% respectwvely.

2.17

5. Size of erythrocyte was 12.01+0.744X 6.82+£0.104Xx3.57+0.08u(long axis x

short axis x thickness).
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