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Use of a post-production fractionation process
improves the nutritional value of wheat distillers
grains with solubles for young broiler chicks
Philip Thacker1*, Aman Deep1 and Eduardo Beltranena2
Abstract

Background: Post-production fractionation of wheat distillers grains with solubles (DDGS) increases their crude protein
content and reduces their fiber content. This experiment was conducted to determine the effects of fractionation of
wheat DDGS on apparent total tract digestibility (ATTD) and performance when fed to broiler chicks (0–21 d).

Methods: A total of 150, day-old, male broiler chicks (Ross-308 line; Lilydale Hatchery, Wynyard, Saskatchewan)
weighing an average of 49.6 ± 0.8 g were assigned to one of five dietary treatments in a completely randomized
design. The control diet was based on wheat and soybean meal and contained 20% regular wheat DDGS. The
experimental diets contained 5, 10, 15 or 20% fractionated wheat DDGS added at the expense of regular wheat DDGS.

Results: The ATTD of dry matter and gross energy were linearly increased (P < 0.01) as the level of fractionated wheat
DDGS in the diet increased. Nitrogen retention was unaffected by level of fractionated wheat DDGS (P > 0.05). Weight
gain increased linearly (P = 0.05) as the level of fractionated wheat DDGS in the diet increased. Feed intake, feed
conversion and mortality were unaffected by level of fractionated wheat DDGS in the diet (P > 0.05).

Conclusions: Post-production fractionation of wheat DDGS improves their nutritional value by lowering their fiber
content and increasing their content of crude protein and energy. These changes in chemical composition supported
increased weight gain of broilers fed wheat DDGS.

Keywords: Broilers, Digestibility, Fractionation, Performance, Wheat distillers grains with solubles
Background
There is increasing interest in producing ethanol from
cereal grains for use in motor fuel [1]. Ethanol-blended
fuels offer several advantages over regular gasoline in-
cluding protection from gas line freezing and higher oc-
tane ratings [2]. Most importantly, ethanol-blended fuels
have the potential to reduce motor vehicle greenhouse
gas emissions by as much as 30% [3].
To produce ethanol, grain is milled, mixed with water

and cooked [4]. Enzymes (i.e. amylases, proteases and
xylanase) are added to the mixture to convert starch to
sugar and the sugar is fermented by the addition of yeast
[5]. After complete fermentation, the ethanol is removed
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reproduction in any medium, provided the or
by distillation and the remaining fermentation residues
are dried and used for livestock feed [4].
From an economic standpoint, wheat DDGS are an at-

tractive feedstuff for use in poultry rations. However, the
relatively high fiber content of wheat DDGS reduces nu-
trient digestibility and impairs the growth rate of broilers
fed diets containing high levels of wheat DDGS [1]. Frac-
tionation technologies are being developed by ethanol
plants in an effort to remove non-fermentable compo-
nents of the grain and improve ethanol yield [6]. Using
fractionation technologies to produce ethanol can increase
ethanol yield by approximately 10% due to a higher per-
centage of starch entering the ethanol fermentation tank
[7]. Front-end fractionation technology involves separating
the endosperm, germ and bran fractions prior to fermen-
tation. This process eliminates the non-fermentable frac-
tions, which are in the germ and the bran [7]. The
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Table 1 Chemical and amino acid analysis of main
ingredients used to determine the nutritive value of
regular and fractionated wheat distiller’s dried grains
with solubles (DDGS) fed to broiler chickens1

Wheat Soybean
meal

Wheat
DDGS

Fractionated
wheat DDGS

Chemical composition, % as fed

Moisture 10.81 7.94 9.22 9.06

Crude protein 14.10 45.53 37.51 45.79

Ash 1.68 6.21 5.49 5.19

Ether extract 1.90 1.28 3.99 3.55

Neutral detergent fiber 12.05 12.19 26.76 20.44

Acid detergent fiber 3.66 5.28 12.66 8.17

Calcium 0.05 0.34 0.14 0.13

Total phosphorus 0.37 0.57 0.80 0.70

Phytate phosphorus 0.22 0.44 0.17 0.12

Essential amino acids, % as fed

Arginine 0.60 3.29 1.50 1.71

Histidine 0.30 1.18 0.69 0.83

Isoleucine 0.49 2.15 1.22 1.47

Leucine 0.90 3.47 2.17 2.65

Lysine 0.36 2.92 0.81 0.88

Methionine and cystine 0.51 1.31 1.16 1.43

Phenylalanine 0.67 2.32 1.51 1.82

Threonine 0.37 1.75 0.99 1.18

Tryptophan 0.15 0.66 0.33 0.39

Valine 0.59 2.30 1.54 1.81
1All data are the results of a chemical analysis conducted in duplicate.
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nutritional value of fractionated corn DDGS has been
tested with broilers [7], swine [8] and feedlot heifers [9].
Recently, techniques have been developed to use post-

production sieving techniques to produce fractionated
wheat DDGS [10]. By running wheat DDGS through a
series of sieves, it is possible to obtain a product with a
higher crude protein content and a lower fiber content
[11]. The nutritional value of this product has not been
widely evaluated with poultry. Therefore, this feeding trial
was conducted to determine the effects of feeding graded
levels of wheat DDGS fractionated post-production on
broiler performance and nutrient digestibility.

Materials and methods
Production of fractionated wheat distillers grains
with solubles
The process used to produce fractionated wheat DDGS
has been described by Zhang et al. [11]. Briefly, frac-
tionated wheat DDGS were produced from regular
wheat DDGS by particle size and weight separation
using continuous flow, vibratory equipment. Separation
by particle size was conduced using a SWECO ZS30
vibro-separator (SWECO Inc., Florence, KY), equipped
with three circular sieves including 600 μm, 425 μm
and 250 μm at a rate of 24 kg/h. The material that
remained suspended over the 600 μm sieve was sepa-
rated by differential weight using a Westrup LA-K grav-
ity separator with feed vibration of 6.5 (0–10), air
supply of 1 (0–10), long side inclination of 2.0 and
short side inclination of 2.5 at a rate of 23 kg/h. The
chemical composition of the fractionated wheat DDGS
and regular wheat DDGS are shown in Table 1.

Animal care
The birds used in this study were housed and managed
according to the Canadian Council on Animal Care
Guidelines [12].

Broiler performance trial
A total of 150, day-old, male broiler chicks (Ross-308 line;
Lilydale Hatchery, Wynyard, Saskatchewan) weighing
an average of 49.6 ± 0.8 g were assigned to one of five
dietary treatments in a completely randomized design.
The control diet was based on wheat and soybean
meal and contained 20% regular wheat DDGS. The
experimental diets contained 5, 10, 15 or 20% frac-
tionated wheat DDGS added at the expense of regular
wheat DDGS (Table 2). The experimental diets were
formulated to supply 3,100 kcal/kg ME, 1.15% lysine,
0.90% threonine, as well as 0.92% methionine and cyst-
ine. DL-methionine was added to ensure that all diets
provided a similar level of all essential amino acids. All
diets were supplemented with sufficient vitamins and
minerals to meet or exceed the levels recommended by
the NRC [13]. The experiment diets were provided in
mash form (3 mm screen).
This experiment was conducted in an environmentally

controlled broiler facility located on the campus of the
University of Saskatchewan (Saskatoon, Saskatchewan).
The chicks were housed in raised-floor battery cages
(83.8 cm × 45.7 cm × 25.4 cm; Jamesway Manufacturing
Co., Ft. Atkinson, WI, USA) with mesh grate floors lo-
cated above excreta collection trays. There were five
birds per pen and six replicate pens per treatment. Feed
and water were available ad libitum throughout the 21-
day experiment. Broilers were weighed at the start (d 1)
and end of the experiment (d 21) as well as at weekly in-
tervals. Weighed amounts of feed were added as required
with a single weigh back at the conclusion of the experi-
ment to allow for the calculation of feed consumption and
feed conversion on a pen basis. The battery brooder was
maintained at a temperature of 35°C for the first week
with the temperature gradually reduced to 29°C by the
end of the second week. All chicks were provided with
23 h of light and 1 h of dark with an intensity of 10 lux
throughout the experimental period.



Table 2 Diet composition of experimental diets
formulated to determine the effects of feeding regular
and fractionated wheat distiller’s dried grains with
solubles (DDGS) to broiler chicks1

Level of fractionated wheat DDGS, %

Ingredient, % as fed 0 5 10 15 20

Wheat 48.38 48.96 49.54 50.12 50.70

Soybean meal 20.76 20.24 19.72 19.19 18.67

Regular wheat DDGS 20.00 15.00 10.00 5.00 0.00

Fractionated wheat DDGS 0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00

Canola oil 6.44 6.38 6.31 6.25 6.19

Vitamin-mineral premix1 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50

Dicalcium phosphate 1.16 1.15 1.13 1.12 1.10

Limestone 1.54 1.55 1.56 1.56 1.57

Salt 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50

Endofeed W2 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03

Choline chloride 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08

Chromic oxide 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35

D-L Methionine 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.03

L-Lysine HCl 0.22 0.23 0.25 0.26 0.27
1Supplied per kilogram of diet: 11,000 IU vitamin A, 2,200 IU vitamin D3, 30 IU
vitamin E (dl-α-tocopheryl acetate), 2.0 mg menadione, 1.5 mg thiamine, 6.0
mg riboflavin, 60 mg niacin, 4 mg pyridoxine, 0.02 mg vitamin B12, 10.0 mg
pantothenic acid, 6.0 mg folic acid, 0.15 mg biotin, 0.625 mg ethoxyquin, 500
mg CaCO3, 80 mg Fe, 80 mg Zn, 80 mg Mn, 10 mg Cu, 0.8 mg I, 0.3 mg Se.
2Enzyme product produced from Aspergillus Niger fermentation providing
700 units/g of β-glucanase and 2,250 units/g of xylanase (GNC Bioferm,
Saskatoon, SK).

Table 3 Chemical and amino acid analysis of diets fed to
determine the effects of regular and fractionated wheat
distiller’s dried grains with solubles (DDGS) on the
performance of broiler chicks (0–21 d)1

Level of fractionated wheat DDGS, %

0 5 10 15 20

Chemical composition, % as fed

Moisture 8.30 8.34 8.28 8.56 8.45

Ash 6.47 7.13 6.67 6.04 6.27

Crude protein 24.63 24.37 25.10 24.88 25.33

Ether extract 9.35 8.38 9.13 8.03 8.37

Neutral detergent fibre 12.39 12.30 12.18 11.52 11.35

Calcium 1.03 1.01 0.97 1.01 0.98

Total phosphorus 0.72 0.70 0.69 0.73 0.71

Amino acid, % as fed

Arginine 1.24 1.34 1.25 1.24 1.25

Histidine 0.58 0.61 0.58 0.59 0.60

Isoleucine 0.84 0.91 0.86 0.88 0.91

Leucine 1.51 1.61 1.53 1.56 1.59

Lysine 1.12 1.16 1.21 1.13 1.19

Methionine + cystine 0.92 0.98 0.93 0.90 0.94

Phenylalanine 0.87 0.93 0.88 0.90 0.91

Threonine 0.86 0.92 0.87 0.87 0.89

Tryptophan 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.26 0.28

Valine 1.05 1.13 1.08 1.11 1.13
1All data are the results of a chemical analysis conducted in duplicate.
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Digestibility trial
Chromic oxide (0.35%) was added to all diets as a digest-
ibility marker and was fed throughout the experiment.
During the final two days of the experiment (morning
and afternoon), clean excreta (free from feathers and feed)
were collected from plastic liners placed in the excreta col-
lection trays underneath each pen of birds. The excreta
samples from the four collections were pooled and then
frozen for storage. Prior to analysis, the samples were dried
in a forced air oven at 55°C for 72 h, followed by fine grind-
ing (0.5 mm screen) using a centrifugal mill (Retzsch ZM
100, Retzsch GmbH, Haan Germany). The digestibility co-
efficients for dry matter and gross energy as well as nitro-
gen retention were determined using the equations for the
indicator method described by Schneider and Flatt [14].
Coefficients for apparent total tract digestibility (ATTD)

were calculated based on the following equation:

ATTD ¼ 1− Crdiet=Croutð Þ � Nutout=Nutdietð Þ½ �
where Crdiet was the chromic oxide concentration in the
diet; Nutdiet was the dietary concentration of the nutrient
or dietary component being assessed and Crout and Nutout
were the concentrations of chromic oxide and the nutrient/
dietary component in the excreta.
Chemical analysis
Samples of the ingredients, experimental diets and ex-
creta were analyzed according to the methods of the As-
sociation of Official Analytical Chemists [15]. Analyses
were conducted for moisture (AOAC method 930.15),
crude protein (AOAC method 984.13), ash (AOAC
method 942.05), neutral detergent fiber (AOAC method
2002.04) and ether extract (AOAC method 920.39). An
adiabatic oxygen bomb calorimeter (Parr; Moline, Illinois)
was used to determine gross energy. Chromic oxide was
determined by the method of Fenton and Fenton [16].
Calcium and phosphorus were determined using the

nitric-perchloric acid digestion method of Zasoski and
Burau [17] with calcium determined on an Atomic Ab-
sorption Spectrophotometer (Perkin-Elmer Model 4000;
Waltham, MA) using AOAC method 968.08 while total
phosphorus was determined colorimetrically (Pharmacia
LKB Ultrospec III, GE Healthcare, Little Chalfont, UK)
using a molybdovanadate reagent (AOAC method 965.17).
Phytate was determined following the procedures of
Newkirk and Classen [18]. The concentration of phytate
bound phosphorus in each ingredient was calculated as
28.2% of phytate [19] and non-phytate phosphorus was



Table 4 Dry matter and energy digestibility and nitrogen retention of diets fed to 21 day old broiler chickens
containing graded levels of fractionated wheat distiller’s dried grains with solubles (DDGS)

Level of fractionated wheat DDGS, % P Values

Item 0 5 10 15 20 SEM1 Linear Quadratic Cubic

Dry matter, % 66.3 68.4 69.3 71.0 70.7 0.93 <0.01 0.32 0.78

Energy, % 71.6 73.7 74.4 75.9 75.9 0.85 <0.01 0.36 0.98

Nitrogen retention, % 59.0 61.1 62.8 63.1 62.3 1.43 0.11 0.25 0.87
1Standard error of the mean.
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calculated as the difference between the concentration of
total phosphorus and phytate bound phosphorus.
The amino acid content of the diets and ingredients

were determined by High Performance Liquid Chroma-
tography (Hitachi L-8800 Amino Acid Analyzer, Tokyo,
Japan). All samples were hydrolyzed for 24 h at 110°C
with 6 mol/L HCl prior to analysis. Sulphur-containing
amino acids were analyzed after cold formic acid oxida-
tion for 16 h before acid hydrolysis. Tryptophan was de-
termined after alkaline hydrolysis at 120°C for 16 h.

Statistical analysis
All data were analysed as a one-way ANOVA using the
Proc-Mixed program of the Statistical Analysis System In-
stitute [20]. Treatment means were also tested for linear,
quadratic and cubic effects of graded levels of fractionated
wheat DDGS. Differences were considered to be significant
when P < 0.05.

Results and discussion
Chemical composition
A chemical analysis of the main ingredients used in the
present study is shown in Table 1. The chemical analyses
for the wheat and soybean meal used in the present ex-
periment are within the range of those previously reported
for these ingredients in standard industry sources such as
Feedstuffs [21], the Novus Raw Material Compendium
[22] as well as the National Research Council’s Feed Com-
position Tables [13].
In comparison with regular wheat DDGS, fractionated

wheat DDGS were substantially higher in crude protein
(45.79 vs. 37.51%) and lower in neutral detergent (20.44 vs.
Table 5 Performance of broiler chickens (0–21 d) fed graded
solubles (DDGS)

Level of fractionated wheat distiller’s gra

Item 0 5 10 15

Weight gain, g 966 1,031 1,021 1,026

Feed intake, g 1378 1,464 1,430 1,471

Feed conversion 1.43 1.42 1.40 1.43

Mortality, % 0.00 6.67 0.00 3.33
1Standard error of the mean.
26.76%) and acid detergent (8.17 vs. 12.66%) fiber. These
findings agree with those of Randall and Drew [23]. In
addition, fractionated wheat DDGS were higher in lysine
(0.88 vs. 0.81%), threonine (1.18 vs. 0.99%), tryptophan
(0.39 vs. 0.33%) and the sulfur containing amino acids (1.43
vs. 1.16%). In comparison with soybean meal, fractionated
wheat DDGS had a similar crude protein content (45.79 vs.
45.53%) but higher neutral detergent (20.44 vs. 12.19%) and
acid detergent (8.17 vs. 5.28%) fiber. In comparison with
soybean meal, fractionated wheat DDGS were substantially
lower in lysine (0.88 vs. 2.92%), threonine (1.18 vs. 1.75%),
and tryptophan (0.39 vs. 0.66%). However, the content of
the sulfur containing amino acids (1.43 vs. 1.31%) was
higher in fractionated wheat DDGS than soybean meal.
The chemical analyses conducted on the broiler rations

confirmed that the diets met the specifications called for
in the diet formulation (Table 3). All diets contained ap-
proximately the same crude protein content. As the level
of fractionated wheat DDGS in the diet increased, the neu-
tral detergent fibre content of the diet decreased reflecting
the lower level of this fraction in the fractionated wheat
DDGS compared with regular wheat DDGS. All of the ex-
perimental diets (Table 3) met or exceeded the amino acid
requirements for broilers up to three weeks of age [13].
However, it should not be forgotten that substantial quan-
tities of crystalline lysine had to be added to all diets in
order to provide a balanced level of amino acids.
Apparent total tract digestibility
The effects of graded levels of fractionated wheat DDGS
on the ATTD of dry matter and gross energy as well as ni-
trogen retention are shown in Table 4. The ATTD of dry
levels of fractionated wheat distiller’s dried grains with

ins with solubles, (%) P Values

20 SEM1 Linear Quadratic Cubic

1,046 23.3 0.05 0.39 0.25

1,463 42.8 0.20 0.48 0.61

1.40 0.02 0.48 0.88 0.38

0.00 1.92 0.29 0.36 0.04
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matter and gross energy were linearly increased (P < 0.01)
as the level of fractionated wheat DDGS in the diet in-
creased. Nitrogen retention was unaffected by level of frac-
tionated wheat DDGS.
Typically, when improvements in nutrient digestibility

are observed, they are usually associated with a decrease
in the fiber content of the diet. This has been attributed to
the fact that most of the fiber is not digested by poultry
[24-26]. In addition, dietary fiber reduces nutrient digest-
ibility due to its physiochemical properties, leading to nu-
trient dilution and a more rapid rate of passage which
limits the amount of time available for nutrient break-
down [27]. Therefore, the improvements in dry matter
and gross energy digestibility can most likely be attributed
to the decrease in fiber content as a result of the post-
production fractionation of wheat DDGS.
Broiler performance
The effects of graded levels of fractionated wheat DDGS
on broiler performance are shown in Table 5. Weight
gain increased linearly (P = 0.05) as the level of fraction-
ated wheat DDGS in the diet increased. Feed intake, feed
conversion and mortality were unaffected by the level of
fractionated wheat DDGS in the diet (P > 0.05). The in-
creased weight gain of broilers fed fractionated wheat
DDGS compared with regular wheat DDGS can be attri-
buted to the improvements in dry matter and gross energy
digestibility observed as the level of fractionated wheat
DDGS in the diet increased.
Conclusions
Post-production fractionation of wheat DDGS improves
its nutritional value by lowering its fiber content and in-
creasing its gross energy and crude protein content. These
changes in chemical composition supported increased
weight gain of broilers fed wheat DDGS. The remaining
fiber rich fraction could be used in diets fed to ruminants.

Competing interests
The authors declare they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
PAT participated in the experimental design, data collection, analysis of the
data and manuscript preparation. AD supervised the broiler performance trial
and edited the manuscript. EB produced the fractionated wheat DDGS and
edited the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
Thanks are extended to Dr. Peiqiang Yu for help with the statistical analysis.

Author details
1Department of Animal Science, University of Saskatchewan, 51 Campus
Drive, Saskatoon, SK S7N 5A8, Canada. 2Alberta Agriculture and Rural
Development, 7000 113th Street, Edmonton, AB T6H 5T6, Canada.

Received: 1 March 2013 Accepted: 11 April 2013
Published: 22 April 2013
References
1. Thacker PA, Widyaratne GP: Nutritional value of diets containing graded

levels of wheat distillers grains with solubles fed to broiler chicks. J Sci
Food Agric 2007, 87:1386–1390.

2. Smith JL, Workman JP: Alcohol for motor fuels. Colorado State University
Cooperative Extension Bulletin No 5.010; 2004. Available online at www.ext.
colostate.edu/pubs/farming/05010.html.

3. Government of Saskatchewan: Greenprint for ethanol production in
Saskatchewan; 2002. Available online at http://www.econet.sk.ca/pdf/
SKGreenprintonethanol.pdf.

4. Shurson G, Spiehs M, Whitney M: The use of maize distiller’s dried grains
with solubles in pig diets. Pig News Inform 2004, 25:75N–83N.

5. Ingledew WM: Yeasts for production of fuel alcohol. In The Yeasts. 2nd

Edition Vol 5. Yeast Technology. Edited by Rose AH, Harrison JS. NY:
Academic Press; 1993:245–291.

6. Rausch DD, Belyea RL: The future of coproducts from corn processing.
Appl Biochem Biotechnol 2006, 128:47–86.

7. Jung B, Batal AM: Evaluation of high protein distillers dried grains
as a feed ingredient for broiler chickens. Can J Anim Sci 2010,
90:505–512.

8. Widmer MR, McGinnis LM, Wulf DM, Stein HH: Effects of feeding
distillers dried grains with solubles, high-protein distillers dried
grains and corn germ to growing-finishing pigs on pig performance,
carcass quality, and the palatability of pork. J Anim Sci 2008,
86:1819–1831.

9. Depenbusch BE, Loe ER, Quinn MJ, Corrigan ME, Gibson ML, Karges KK,
Drouillard JS: Corn distillers grains with solubles derived from a
traditional or partial fractionation process: Growth performance and
carcass characteristics of finishing feedlot heifers. J Anim Sci 2008,
86:2338–2343.

10. Liu K: Fractionation of distillers dried grains with solubles (DDGS) by
sieving and winnowing. Biores Technol 2009, 100:659–669.

11. Zhang X, Beltranena E, Christensen C, Yu P: Use of a fractionation
process to manipulate the chemical profile and nutrient supply of
coproduct from bioethanol processing. J Agric Food Chem 2012,
60:6846–6854.

12. Canadian Council on Animal Care: Guide to the Care and Use of
Experimental Animals. Vol 1. 2nd edition. Ottawa, ON: Canadian Council
on Animal Care; 1993.

13. National Research Council: Nutrient Requirements of Poultry. 9th Revised
Edition. Washington, D. C: National Academy Press; 1994:155.

14. Schneider BH, Flatt WP: The Evaluation of Feeds Through Digestibility
Experiments. Athens, Georgia: University of Georgia Press; 1975:423.

15. Association of Analytical Chemists: Official Methods of Analysis. 18th edition.
Washington, D.C: AOAC; 2007.

16. Fenton TW, Fenton M: An improved procedure for the determination of
chromic oxide in feed and faeces. Can J Anim Sci 1979, 59:631–634.

17. Zasoski RJ, Burau RG: A rapid nitric-perchloric acid digestion method
for multi-element tissue analysis. Commun Soil Sci Plant Anal 1977,
8:425–436.

18. Newkirk RW, Classen HL: In vitro hydrolysis of phytate in canola meal with
purified and crude sources of phytase. Anim Feed Sci Technol 1998,
72:315–327.

19. Tran G, Sauvant D: Chemical data and nutritional value. In Tables of
Composition and Nutritional Value of Feed Materials: Pigs, Poultry, Cattle,
Sheep, Goats, Rabbits, Horses, Fish. Edited by Sauvant D, Perez JM, Tran G.
Paris, France: Institut National de la Recherche Agronomique, Association
Francaise de Zootechnie; 2004:17–24.

20. Statistical Analysis System Institute: SAS/STAT Users Guide, Version 6. 4th
edition. Cary, NC: SAS Institute Inc; 1999.

21. Dale N, Batal A: Ingredient Analysis Table: 2007 Edition. Feedstuffs
Reference Issue and Buying Guide, Feedstuffs 2007, 78:16–23.

22. Novus: Raw Material Compendium: A Compilation of Worldwide Data Sources.
2nd edition. Brussels, Belgium: Novus International Inc; 1994:541.

23. Randall KM, Drew MD: Fractionation of wheat distiller’s dried grains and
solubles using sieving increases digestible nutrient content in rainbow
trout. Anim Feed Sci Technol 2010, 159:138–142.

24. Janssen WMMA, Carre B: In Recent Advances in Animal Nutrition. Edited by
Haresign W, Cole DJA. London, UK: Butterworths; 1985:71–88.

25. Jorgensen H, Zhao X, Knudsen KE, Eggum BO: The influence of dietary
fibre source and level on the development of the gastrointestinal tract,

http://www.ext.colostate.edu/pubs/farming/05010.html
http://www.ext.colostate.edu/pubs/farming/05010.html
http://www.econet.sk.ca/pdf/SKGreenprintonethanol.pdf
http://www.econet.sk.ca/pdf/SKGreenprintonethanol.pdf


Thacker et al. Journal of Animal Science and Biotechnology 2013, 4:18 Page 6 of 6
http://www.jasbsci.com/content/4/1/18
digestibility and energy metabolism in broiler chickens. Br J Nutr 1996,
75:379–395.

26. Carré B: Causes for variation in digestibility of starch among feedstuffs.
World’s Poult Sci J 2004, 60:76–88.

27. Burkitt DP, Walker AR, Painter NS: Effect of dietary fibre on stools and
transit times and its role in the causation of disease. Lancet 1972,
300:1408–1412.

doi:10.1186/2049-1891-4-18
Cite this article as: Thacker et al.: Use of a post-production fractionation
process improves the nutritional value of wheat distillers grains with
solubles for young broiler chicks. Journal of Animal Science and
Biotechnology 2013 4:18.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Materials and methods
	Production of fractionated wheat distillers grains with�solubles
	Animal care
	Broiler performance trial
	Digestibility trial
	Chemical analysis
	Statistical analysis

	Results and discussion
	Chemical composition
	Apparent total tract digestibility
	Broiler performance

	Conclusions
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


