Iy 1FY 30l ¥ olads ¥ 0,90 (pld sol5as 9 ol alxo

15 2 sl Wy (S w0 g )8 IS g il (L) !

Qwag)w YOQ‘} ,.0»' > Ml’ 6‘(5M” ‘dj‘ (’:L:J‘é ;6# J.:d:)) ‘r)se’ ‘59-»&9-0 ;M H&aﬁs‘slm' ":' Lé)»\.o.‘:u
06—*0

Q‘)‘i‘ 5).3].\..\ s).;J.,.: olKisls s)b‘ meb é.:L..o 9 6))9LM5 oasails ‘SA‘J ‘a9l.c 05; )LMMJL) (\
Q‘)"‘ G]J)AJ ‘JJ),»..) olKisls =)m| Gx:.».la éJL.A 9 6))9LM5 oaSiils ‘SAL) ﬁjlc 05; )l;JL\.M:l (Y
O‘)’i‘ 5))].\..\ L).‘:‘).u olKisls ‘]D‘ &5’“’"“9 é.\L.A 9 6))51...5 ouSiials s‘n‘d CLL&‘ 9 A_iu..)) J.M:)‘ ‘SM:L.N.:)[S d...«}sﬁ"uw.:‘d (\ﬂ

mr.sheikhlou@tabrizu.ac.ir # Jy. ooy

VESYIVINY il VESY/F) il s fuls

ouuS>

Joe (e QL] S (15 o yds ady (S (3l 58 (S e (gew S ) e 3 Shes (pw )y p axlllae ol I Sus

oolo 9 5 0395 Az g axkad BB« (gly oud Cud (F39 GWO,s ) I BT (wl )0 09 00le g 5 Gl yuly O W) 0uiS oy
09 < 3095 (S s Juo Jolds (Jas yud il cutd 1o oolisiwl 0jgy gy (Sloy Juoled b (Fi95 FF oo U (Sl oz oy
Gl 381 Ol e ol osliiwl uly (S hogi (gl dw Sewllgr e 9 90 Swllgr b (S Swllgr B 30, m 5« AUG
oo hlas Al s § (o) i 43 Comud ke Jo Jol 42 )0 s 3l ooliswl b gllae oy £ 5 b oyl wly )0 ey 39
C iy § ST lelbl jlo g Uas Slay yo rufilno o3l 50 3508 b (AU 0 (39 9 S Siwollgr sl (sl Jono .oy 091 o s
Syl 5o @l wd) £ 55 wiuh bl oolo g 5 (seuiy )0 ud 4wy 0l oyl @ (2 e Ol & (e G 20
L oslo lagma oy 5o Fllao oy &5 oy j9) 30 055 BIR (S 395 dlonllon Hlodlo 4y g Cllils (Ul 38l Wig) (S39) YO o U
39 Y0 o Boslo g 5 (Lo yols oy 39 30 0,5 BIAY (Sir 395 dlonilon oo 4y 9 992 (Ll 381 (539, T (o U (oou lho ot
29 N 959, V0 5 sbaima ol wdy (Soio ilas alall 53 (339 9 (o Il (o0 Cowd 395 Eoli (1jg e )0 FA g P M i i
woliio oo b oI5l eolo 9 35 gz oy 50 Glhao i) &5 polo Guiiodd gl (bl y1 091 0,5 VFY 9 59, ¥ olo lauzr juls
QU Fog) arid G dgan )0 03le U 5 4 G J BN g 58 (93 H1 4 Bl W) £ 5 G390 U pdil 450 ek 4 ol

] o

llas 0k £ 5 0l iomie o b e adlsd (Seilprale al ol ez il ¢ (gundS il



4 Ol)Sep 9 olsuds Lb joexo 5 oz yols ab ) (S o g j0 (bt ml aled Sb )

doddo

ST e 4 ez ol il el 3590 Canio Glasl 55 3,90 Slge> ey p 00 (el o0 lio 51 (S
walie Jao Lulpd b (6,55l coody o35 5 cudisS UL CoteS cceslin (2351 5095 Esb oy oy e
g oy a8ly azxgi 090 oz Bblie 5l (65l 1o (gol5 Zlol (slaaaly a4y Cos Cudie (S5 ly 9 0lisS s alold
(Aghah, 2019) 542 e ools o9
@ ol wBloe B wl) Gliee (S5 Ol e b Ghsn Ceio )0 6315 glhal slaasl; Sloal alex |
Jolse J"‘"L Cod Dllga o) sl Gloj axly )0 Glem oy 0058 (R0l381 51 O jle o g5 s 50 (a3l SO lgie
SN, o 0 ab, sy, (Ebrahimi etal., 2018) s ls 1,8 4 dss ¢ Ll Jlis ol 5l g Laoe « S alox 51 alisee
ged ciogi (13é Slge 5l eolitul alauly 4« S35 0590 Jsb 50 s (59 Dl Dyg0 |y Gl Gl o0 5 0050 (o it
575 1) Ll (ool @lgs 5l oolitl b g ool S8 sy 1 5 )90 plaie 51093 10 G0 (335 65 0lINI b (g5 o0 1y Sl psis 0]
21y ad, sas sl e @ilgs cnl ( S 9k 4 (Beiki et al., 2011) sgas g, |y Ay (Goxie uaaw g 00,5 Julowi g
Ol Cgdgame Gy gl mmslin ,Sal) wgame Slellbl (ol b g 00,5 4ol 0l )y 45 il b aim B
S0 &y sla e S8 & )le & (Ghorbani et al., 2021) 5,5 o 51,8 Kool Lot 1o o ()59 Lwge (5 S o3Il
sl sus g ol anslio (ol il 51 lsicn ol iy 5 039 (Pl (Slageisl] (Sis (g oaimoplid iy (oo Ll
SeS Sl lgie 4 o el eolitul s see 51 (Ahadi et al., 2016; Beiki et al., 2011) 5" solitw! calise
S oy (e Ol s0 5 00 0 (S chnogi SLlie 1 Res (S wdi 5 Culls g Al Sy e Soute S
Alodls S1 3 w8 50 1) Heud it saolis o) Jovie (b wile 5l eolainl b alizes (pafions 0ged Cpmeti | 00y
Ol53,8 9 i ml5 il g Joeme (015 oz yal jo 1) 0l 66501 o glas glasdllae L (2021) Hagani et al
15 Oz 50 5 FmeS &l (Jyeme ezl po cadlllan 350 0y wils e 5laisls 18 (o) 9550 T 5l s
Ay el as ol las Gadod pl gl ol Qbll ol ) s 00iS aposi Jow cp i oleie 4 o ln, Al S
L sladlas Lo (2019) Santos et al .ol sous, &)l a0 Ll 5 cppally sgu 51 Ul Jol Juud 505 5 50 o0 saline
@ P S Joe a5 wisged gile e (055 9 lASSS Slacrz ol o | ab) (poie ¢ as d halie sledue ) ool
(2018) Ahadi et al .(2005) Tarhan and Sezer  owes .o GGl dygu 5 0 40 oy (oo Jde O yite Olexe
Ay St oy S Jde O el (lgie 4 ) ol Jaw 055 wlidxs o (2018) Glrcan and Kaplan
Al (poad )0 des s pdy Sllasl pils Jdo 4 jo,ln ;) Jow a5 assdls Hlebsl (ublize (pl 050903 (Byme (D15 e ok

30 0,5 olil 548 Dlads o aS jshiles oS &l eole ¢ 5 slaa uls ) Wig)y 5l (6 e oy Wlg oo alae



A4 1FY 30l ¥ ojlas ¥ 090 (plo (gol5as 9 ol alxo

5 59080, (U2 (g e Gezmed (ouly 5l (Rl el 0B, (Souie (59, 00l plonil Slalllas BT 4 o B S
o ooliil il oo youbo g plo alides glaaiss 0l v (B3l 50 9, g SellST as sl g 5l AT S
o Ay oo B3lp 50 Sl mls ali oygomen 85590 &y o Sae 31 Gldls jo a5 el Jb o ol el
L3l 290 35 RIS ez onk 0l e il po Ly @l nl QLB Ol &5 el vy LSl 4y g3 4 (S0sT
Ay (ot 0aS oy mb e 4 ) Siwlsnle ilgi 60555 5 (5,65 Jsol (2005) Tabatabai et al .ols 3
b paye slaJoe a4 Cond | Jae i <88 aiuily Sl sl ol wilss 5l eolatnl b (paddons ol adols &l
Mottaghitalab and Ahmadi L ;s aise sgup Sl pw lo Jolo oy (s Gl 50 50,50, § Stz ¢35 18
Ol 350 35S g 30l @l b (S065 slaaz gz 0l g Girogi )0 | Sl e @l 0 Shee (2007)
O o a8 el asls igS lhazg> 4o o,y chuogs 10 s Ul Siiwls mle oo a5 08 5 ass ¢ ol
Slrazg> ol Jove caogs 4 (2008) Golian and Ahmadi yoes oil Jow cpl i s Slhas! wlg o
S iyillan s 4 Sallg ole Jos aios opl gl golol 5 awsls y Sl pols slaJas 5l osliul b otieS
o, sledow 5l eolinul oISl (2009) Nikkhah et al .sls @l)l is5 slaazg> o, Xs, 5l (6 huogs «jldas
30l P esS) SemllS ) slaoe b annlie jo 1) o) g (865 Glaaz sz o) povie cinogs 0 el ol
iy dlanil g Uas e (535508 UL o e pd b Sl ol Joto 523 B ()] 50 45 Wols 1,8 (w2 9590 (g
O9e S 5 sledoe anslin csllas ol plodl 5l GBan (bl cpl o clls wl,) cove b Jow 500 5l (6 e o See UL
O 033 ot 3 Wl QUIE 5 (Al Daz ok 08 (i (Bl 53 Seallgrle sladue ol 4y ilise a2
Dg e w0
) 9 dlgo
Ol 0,8 oolawl (15 uzyals 0ole g 45 055,50 dz g dskad OO (gl oo Cud S39 sleo,sS, 5l i ol o
Js! 595 3 ez 09 (Gwd (o i3y 5 S (55950 b «Silogil dod oz jaly (i @0 o oz jils 4292 9
Ay oad Jolite (o8 0z g a3 1B aiges g Led Hlai jlead JyuS Llyd cod g Was I Jiie (09 p (Slemdd &
Szt 0 (1994) NRC S ol ciliiss ko el Gladss ol elul 5 LSS s g g semed gl (55,51 L
oled 0 0,90 sb 0w 00l 3 badz gz Lt 40 ol &g 4y STigs 5 Wl e iygp e Jsb po s ool 1,3 Ll
&) S Ban 5l Sy e ol (o857 09 4 az g bdisg e SLSo pled 5 6598 byl 0 5l lnaz g
Sleya 5 s 0)50 Jsb o b cod sl 59, pled )9 i baz gz 1Sy jo (59 9 48,5 bl gl 55, Glos )5 baaz g

039 208 ool (B gl a8 4 axgi b g ool Juog GBS b 4 a5 SlS Wy yhad Al e g0 (o B0 n al, b



A Ol)Sep 9 olsuds Lb joexo 5 oz yols ab ) (S o g j0 (bt ml aled Sb )

Omend oo plol [0 2o b Jlaoms 59515 bawgi 03, mh Sy JelB b (S h9, FO U Jgl 59, 51 Leaz g ol il a8
adgl Giolpg 0,90 g 00l 6)3]&"-? 059, O Uyg0 4 aS (459 las )9S, . Cd pdy plxmil (S, Te e 0 bpaz g Coui
S o 28,5 18 oolaiul 0 )90 b izeie (5l 50 widg 0ol Al (59, YO I LS oS alainez jaly 0,55, 5 85 1,8
hlate yof 1alS L g Gl a5 les )5, 5 0dd (cwyp 0diyy o chliSee Gt (6l o (sl dRysS5 BB (s jlweslal
J9az 5 lises b 50 ezl (o ()5 (o sloe ol 030,05 Bl ol ()i 055 5l ey hlisee (s (2
a9 T30,y AU (g T pesS N St i Jols (ot i e I gty nl 50 el ead ool Lt )
b e @y SUsles ¥ Jsuar ol oolitl (nl lacrz b 0y (soie chnogi (sl a5 50 « S ASiullsynle &5

B o Hlis |y e ol 0l ) o gl Cya ooliiul 9,90

Rlisn Cymios 33 (o ) 9 (139 (Ao g sWoslol ) Jgur
Table 1. Descriptive statistics of body weight at different ages

Al oo (1) Sl o y2 S bl Sl (%) 5k G9y) o
Maximum Minimum 32?{;:?;?}%2 ;c Sé?/?gfil :)(:] Mean (gr) Age (Day)
10.97 5.78 10.48 0.84 8.08 ey )
29.56 11 15.29 3.18 20.79 Sie,F
56.77 19.15 15.49 6.002 38.73 oo V)
94.80 29.23 16.34 10.22 62.58 SS9V F
125.68 41.13 15.76 13.58 86.17 KSR
170.58 51.09 15.25 18.88 117.20 SS9, YF
208.29 83.72 13.38 19.92 148.85 s T
241.32 101.31 11.93 66.20 173.12 SS9, YF
293.19 113.32 12.57 24.17 192.21 s, F)
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Table 2. Equations of functions describing the growth curve
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o Function Equation Function Name
M e
a=LN (—) exp(MpBty) W, = M exp[—a exp(—MpBt)] S
Wo Gompertz
M —W, (MBty) w M e
a= ex =
W, PUTPte “ 7 [1+a exp(—MBL)] Logistic
1
(M )V 1 (MBto) w M 3,
a=|(—) —1|ex =
W, PPt * T+ aexp(-MBOIY Richards
B o9
- W. = [MY — (MY —wY —go1
e=1 ( wo)exp(—A0)] Von Bertalanfy
M — W, M (HI) < Sallssyole
a= exp[Mft, + 6 arcsinh(t, W, = - )
W, PIMEto ()] * 71+ aexp[-MBt — 0 arcsinh(t)] Hyperbolastic 1
a = =
W, arcsinh[exp(—Mpt})] * 71+ aarcsinh [exp(—Mp tY] Hyperbolastic 2
(H3) A Siwllgy yule
a = (M — Wp)exp[Bt) + arcsinh(6t,)] W, =M — a exp[—BtY — arcsinh(6,)] )

Hyperbolastic 3

5 RMSE) s clayye oSile dR?) oy Jols 35l 3555 sloals 51 (bs e s G35l 5l o

AIC Jlsio (15l 6l 45 oo (¥ Jsaz)us,S soliial Jos oy sl ez (AIC) ST olelll] oL
(Absolute sllae o, &5 o ab 5,15 15 0, simie Ciosd (6l Joe 00 e Olse 4 w9y R? e o 5UL s MSE
&b Jgl ax 50 i 5l ool b gllae oy &5 e oo lid |y (ylej 9ty 40 0y (459 Linl3¥l ol jee (Growth Rate)
oolitul b g oole iz sl o ar S (AUG 20y5 &6 Jsl 4z )0 Fie 5 5 iz 6l o 4 Cnnd S Setls o
20,5 3550 5 Ladls 5]

. : (Ahmadi & Mottaghitalab., 2017) ; Baip o slhae 0d, &5 9,5 » dolee

AGR = %P(t)(M — P(t) (Mﬁ + \/%) SN

: (Darmani Kuhi et al., 2003) sole 50 ;0 Glas 0, &5 8,91 dolae



). Ol)Sep 9 olsuds Lb joexo 5 oz yols ab ) (S o g j0 (bt ml aled Sb )

a6r =" [ ywar - Bl yw X

g oo 4188 iovie chlae alall (S oo Iy i (Jo3 4 10905 (s35m0 Wiy, o j0 4 Bllae Wiy iovie Sl (slalais 4

oolazw! U’““)‘)“ 6‘);45.))5‘5‘41 )‘)5 G‘C\JQLLA ul.o..aﬁ..p ).ui.u o V) alass Q"‘ ol )..SLA? alags u.!‘ o Q)5 7.....|u C).‘

eyl gl Al it cilae alads 48 59 9 e Blas 0y F 5 40905 mu, 5 e [(Ghorbani et al., 2021) ol oais
W05 ascie oole g 5 sla

& oy Ll ey ool 890 (319 (S5 S Lh ¥ Jgue
Table 3. Goodness of fit indices used to determine the best function
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Figure 1. The growth curve obtained from the actual weight values and the predicted weight by
different functions
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Table 3. Goodness of fit criteria of different growth functions for male birds

(MSE)Uas il yo (aSilso (AIC) ST s ps (R?) s
Akaike Information Coefficient of
Error Mean Square S L
Criteria Determination
194 24803.34 0.9877 wad 3
Logistic
191.8 24741.62 0.9878 i
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196.2 24682.8 0.9875 U2 0
Von Bertalanfy
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Richards
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189.8 24685.48 0.9880 (H3) a Stz pole

Hyperbolastic 3
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Table 4. Goodness of fit criteria of different growth functions for female birds

(MSE) s wlas o cyailie (AIC)St5T g s (R?) tyoed ety
Error Mean Square Akaike Information Coefficient of
q Criteria Determination
392 28400.78 0.9771 St
Logistic
379.6 28226.83 0.9778 FreesS
Gompertz
378.7 28215.04 0.9779 B2 0
Von Bertalanfy
379.7 28228.94 0.9778 sz
Richards
380.7 28242.89 0.9778 (HL) S, Sezlpsrle
Hyperbolastic 1
379.2 28222.1 0.9779 (H2) 5 Sl le
Hyperbolastic 2
379 28217.9 0.9779 (H3) 4o Sl ols

Hyperbolastic 3

odls ool LES Y ¢ & Jolax ;o ol a4 oole 5 55 By jo alids sl Joe ol Joie sle el il call 3590 polie
o el Eoly iR 50 (139 Djge 4y Ay S 4 bgrye Slalllas o g Ceol (ilre (39 51 5051 M el el
9 VYT ol guios jo ooliiwl 0,90 calire sl Joe lawgs M adlge jlakie op iiian § (pyieS o slaodip ;o 0gd
(2018) Gurcan and Kaplan .a;s 5 Jol>  a5UG 5 oy Jow 5 ds Sewllgr pola Jow Jawgs s 5 4 a5 055 0,5 Ve +/0
borye o1 ke Gy § eSS wngad 0yl 0,8 VOIS SVAYIY (ny (4l ez pils 53 i 5o 1) el ol Jlade
Joe pye Olye 488 Sy Sallgy e Joo 0 Ml e ol oo o 050 (&G (09 5 S slodoe &
Loug M el lade (eSS wole slacnz ol 10 09 0,5 YYE/E b Gl 5 sloosy ob, ovie Ciogs Sy
(2018) Giircan and Kaplan .a;s,5 5,515 (FAVY) (a5U6 p0ys Jow dawss o1 1ok o yiin § (YOR/0) Seitazd Jow

CpyeS yol o b allas a5 aidges (5,155 YVEIA g YYA/E o (ol o yob oole iz j0 [, M el )b (s00e jluse



A Ol)Sep 9 olsuds Lb joexo 5 oz yols ab ) (S o g j0 (bt ml aled Sb )

M bl laie 2010y Narinc et al .l olaxs! sl pos @b a0 ol o s § Siaad ol 4 bgsje ] lode
Gl 4o ol B o 3,5 3l a8 FAVIY 5 Yo/ (o ilisee sla s 5l osliiul L 1) (ol e jals o
YAV w35 bagrazr jabs 5l 09,8 Gl a) Wiy (o) 2 S Jbe (i fcmmlio &5 (&G (5 @6 sl sl ol ke cosle
@lises sla Joo o sl A8 53 Sgo 5 ez a0l S (65, g A 50 500 B Slaass 0. S 3,90
Lo 50 Sl 4 Wil oo E9090 (] sl 0 samline (5 Sair Sglis M el )y las b 0y o5 039 (St 50
9102 5 9y (somie o oaimo i Byl sl baye (B 055 6505855 2l o g ool 3550 slaeols
035 &5k 5 ol aBl i P ylake az o g 00g Wi 5l ey ) 25 P adlie adlige s Aty 4 3 5
Oty 9 (Lo o 7) d Smsllgy s Jao asgi (o S8 55 glooniyy o P ailge jlaie (265 05 salss oaiyy
390 ldoe Koo b dunlie jo Siitesd 0, Jow ci i cpds . 0,5 8,91 (IVIVA) Siitesd Jow bawgs o] lode
SFoUsS (Gloj o3l o 1y 0T ar sy S s 5 (255 YIFIN) a5 1, 0155 cnl 55 sl Esl (59 13k (nl 5o olici
ol 58 50l g P eS ad e Jow g0 sleoliiul LT, Bytal )b lade (2021) Hagani et al oS o s i
=I5 sz ol o 1) B el b Jlade (2005) Tarhan and Sezer .aisges (5,155 /8 5 +/0) el i 5 e 2l
Tarhan and Sezer ;pcoas 0o ,S 5,905 +/+ 8 5 /MY /- QA S5 4 50 lou, Joe ,0 odog g (Slostd chubas drgus 3
VA L VA 5 Stsd Joo gl *IVTY 5 DYF NYF 05w ol sl | ahl onl Jlde Koo iedss o (2005)
a5 e Seils e @b sl sl cnl jlade o3 laods 55 ol Beiod )0 Waged ()5 5 e Joe sln 010 VF
00,8 355l e+ F 05y oz jals 5log,S (nl 50 Ay gy gy p S Jhe (2 el

g ole oY Lol s o oolitul 350 cilides by Jow Lawgi Bl e o i 5 o yeS woole slaodsy o
B o)L laie (2005) Tarhan and Sezer oo ,5 9] p St 9 o Sl pole Jow lawgs ol )5 45 a5 09y +/) »
Ol B 30 030 ) 05l [ VE g [ Y VY ol s (phmg g (slogeB s ygms 00lo (15 Sz 0l 0,
28D sy Sz Je el Glye 4 il (G55 sla e ululp a5 (U 2 0y Jae sl bl cal Hlade
e LS o 15 eole g 5 Bllgs e 0, F 5 Y 5 ¥ gla JSE 0l 5,5, ¢/ YVY g oo Sl sole slayuz ol
oI e el 0B 5 @l j0 amd oo plis oole g i sla iz 51 S e sl cie S Lawgs oud (33l )
Dglds ;08 L osle g 5 iz 99 )3 Bllae w5 005 (oo onalive 45 ok (les aas oo plas ) ey axlg 0 0 (3
3,08 (al Bl g, 60k et b (Fh9, VO 990>y U 35 sl jaly jo 3llae 0 & 5 a5 job 4 05 )lo (s0L;

dlbise yiier 8 59) 4 S 595 0 50 0in (5g 1B Oliee (S50, YO o U 5 lagrz jal 5o 00 &l @



1 1FY 30l ¥ ojlas ¥ 090 (plo (gol5as 9 ol alxo

P oy gl o ilgi j1 Jols wly S sl ol )b o 0)5]—).3 polio £ Jouo
Table 5. Estimated values of growth curve parameters obtained from different functions for male birds

Y o p M Function - &b
- - 0.1178 216.1 e
Logistic
- - 0.0607 257.7 S
Gompertz
0.126 - 0.0411 300.5 U2 0
Von Bertalanfy
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: 0.3704 0.004 066 (1D S Sl le
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H2) oo Sosllsy ln
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H3) 4w Sezuligs ko
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Hyperbolastic 3
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Table 6. Estimated values of growth curve parameters obtained from different functions for female birds
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Figure 2. Absolute growth rate in male and female quail with growth curve fitted by selected functions
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