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Abstract

The experiment was carried out in the barn of Nasser College of Agricultural Sciences, University of Lahij,
27/1/2022 to 2/3/2022 to study the effect of drinking water sources on the performance of broiler chickens.
In the experiment, 135 unsexed chicks of the ROSS breed were divided into three treatments, according to
the water sources., Each treatment was divided into three replicates, with 15 chicks for each replicate. The
results of the research showed the effect of water sources significantly (P<0.05) where the treatment T3
outperformed the two treatments T1 and T2 in body weight, carcass weight, feed conversion factor, dressing
ratio, breast weight, percentage of breast and gizzard weight. Water sources did not affect the amount of feed
consumed and the amount of water consumed.

Keywords: Broiler chickens, Drinking water sources, Performance.
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