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Studying the effect of adding bee propolis on some
biochemical and immunological characteristics in the blood
of developing female rabbits

Abstract:

This study was conducted at the Experimental Unit of the Department of Animal
Production, Faculty of Agriculture, Saba Pasha, Alexandria University. The primary
objective of this study was to verify the effect of different levels of bee propolis on the
characteristics of fat and the oxidative and immune characteristics in the blood of
growing female rabbits, as the number of rabbits in the study was 60 rabbits( V Line) at
the age of 5 weeks and up to 11 weeks of age. The rabbits were distributed into four
treatments with a number of 15 rabbits. Each treatment was divided into five replicates.
Each replicate had three rabbits. The control group was fed on a commercial diet only,
while the rest of the treatments were fed on the commercial diet, to which bee propolis
was added at levels of 1% and 1%. 5% and 2%, respectively. The results concluded that
the creatinine rate increased significantly (P<0.05) in the treatment of 1.5% bee propolis.
The results also showed that adding 2% bee propolis led to a decrease in the AST rate.
While there was a significant decrease P<0.05 in the rate of ALT when adding bee gum
by 1%, it was also shown that there was a significant decrease P<0.05 in the rate of
triglycerides as a result of adding bee gum by 1%, but the rate of total oxidative capacity
(TAC) It was significantly increased in the treatment of 1% bee propolis

Keywords: bee propolis . Characteristics of blood lipid Oxidative properties. Immune traits.
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