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Abstract: This experiment was carried out on a
flock of Iraqi local turkey raised on floor to 8
weeks of age and in individual cages from 8-16
weeks in order to study the possibility of
prediction of body chemical composition at 16
weeks of age, depending on some productive
traits, which include initial body weight
(8 weeks), live body weight (16 week), average
daily gain, daily feed consumption, feed
conversion ratio, protein consumption, protein
conversion ratio, and dress percentage. Multiple
linear regressions of moisture, ash, crude
protein, and ether extract were used on each of
the productive traits. The results showed that
the highest values of coefficient of
determination which expressed fitness of
prediction equation models of moisture, ash,
crude protein, and ether extract for males were
0.361, 0.110, 0.525, 0.261, respectively, and for
females 0.355, 0.175, 0.379, 0.287,
respectively. This means that it is difficult to
depend on productive traits to predict body
chemical composition of Iraqi local turkey
males and females.
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