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ABSTRACT
Poultry waste was sun dried for 17 days in summer by
two different methedologies (spread and pile sun-dry}.
Chemical treatments (controcl, Hcl and Acetic acids) were
applied before sun drying and thereafter operafional

parameters were measured. Crude protein contents in both



methodologies decreased, and so did moisture and crude fiber
contents while ash contents increased significantly. XNon-
chemically treated poultry waste was inferior to both
chemically treated ones.

Two feeding trials were conducted on both lactating
buffaleoes and goats fed three different levels of poultry
waste {10%, 20% and 30% of the total protein reguirements of
both species}. Feed intakes differed among buffale groups
and goat groups, vyet none of treatments affected feed
intakes of both species significantly. None cof animal
(buffalo and gecat) groups or treatments affected feed
efficiencies (DMI/FCM) or milk yield of geoat and buffalo
groups while fat corrected milk vyield of goat groups
differed significantly. Treatments increased persistency of
milk production of goat groups only. In comparing both
species, it appeared that goat groups consumed more
l:nr-iI,’Bi’i"D'?'j and thus produced more milkaWlE'than did buffaleo
groups. None of treatments, or animal groups seemed to
affect milk fat, protein, total solids or ash percentages of
buffalces and gcoats [except for treatment effects on total
solids of goats' milk). Milk compositicens of both species
were within normal ranges. Milk mineral concentrations
{Calcium, phosphorus, Iron, Copper, Magnesium and Zinc) were
not affected by treatments or animal groups (both of
buffaloes and goats). only serum calcium and zinc of
buffaloes were affected by animal wvariations whereas

treatments had no effect on serum minerals of buffaloes {Ca,



P, Fe, Cu, My and Zn). Alsc, none of treatments, or animal
groups were effective in influencing the above menticned
serum minerals of gocats. Plasma urea, total proteins,
albumin and globulin concentraticns and albumin/globulin
ratios of both buffaloes and goats were not affected
significantly by treatments, or animal groups. These plasma

parameters were, however, within ncrmal ranges.
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