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Abstract

Bee pollen, which is a rich food source with numerous health benefits, has become a desirable feed
additive due to concerns about antibiotic resistance, drug residues, and environmental impacts, espe-
cially in developing countries that need animal protein. The aim of this study is to show the effects of
bee pollen as an alternative to growth stimulants in poultry production. To achieve this objective, a
narrative review method was employed, which provides a comprehensive understanding of the topic by
collecting, analyzing, and synthesizing findings from previous research. The research findings indicate
that adding bee pollen to poultry diets improves weight gain, feed conversion ratio, gut health, and
boosts the immune system. It is prebiotic, antimicrobial, and antioxidant properties reduce pathogens
and improve the quality of meat and eggs. However, the diversity of composition, excessive cost, and
scalability limitations are challenges for its widespread use. Further research is essential for standardi-
zation and cost-effectiveness evaluation.

Keywords: Standardization, Poultry Production, Bee pollen, Gut health, Feed Conversion Ratio


mailto:ab.jibran2016@gmail.com

W/M°j:"£;. L_?“‘\‘G_Q';)‘VJ’

LYYEY-T)

B3 4 Sanaz 00l S el (sl ol Olgr uli 53 ()5 St 2 Fpte S S usb o
L 5 e b o S fsn IR 5 S s s o ol 3 ol sl 2l I (S S e 5 S5
3 78 3lizal Ll Ll 8 15 oslial 3) go 5 sk 4183 53 iy S e Ol gt S gor 5 2o s sbts Ll ) b S
Sl ok Gy Jame S G 5 Slam SN g 43 ol (Ll JUES) ¢ (S5 g 51 Cnslin S0 42 mete T I
0313 By Joub 5 555 03,8 dile e 5 crnb 1o 0 SOl s Coos 40 1) Oliies cla 2l> ol (Abreu et al., 2023)
LS5 Sl 3 0k JSES 315 D3 55555 Ul OLLS 03,5 5148 Sl mr S guamen S ooty 55 03,8
Sl sy Juersis 038 4 DS ol sl Gidan e 5 Wby (69,8 bl sial iy Aile (ks
c bl Gmer » (Abdelnour et al., 2019) Wlodubidn, (s s oS 0585 5 2L ASLS (gl ¢ Bl )
Asl 4xals D8y (e by 5 039y bl ey 3 S (ke 50 Ll oo sl 0035 53 Je s 03,8 51 oslinul
.(Fazayeli-Rad et al., 2015)

45 o 35 0 035 el o g Bl g b (B 0 Je 55 03,8 02531 4 losls 0L Sllllas
Ly 5 A5 oo Sy 555 03,8 53 350 g0 Jab o) SLS 5 ol o5dle (Attia et al., 2014) 5 53 il 2alS 5 Jlde
o ((Zhu et al., 2020) dtsn 55 15 0355 (29,550 S5 5035 (6, Sl sab aadla w2 3 Gisslon slacs S
Rabie et al., )3 pd oo 29,5 Cooglin b oS o Sl last 2alS dom 55 5 S 5 5l 4 Stsly 28l o o b S5
,\.lfr.;ﬁ Saf o e oo 4 Jot s 555 65,8 059531 &S Sl 305 BLE (YY) 0, an s HaSCik Low 55 (slanillas (2018
oLl oS el 0315 OLEG (Y2 10) O)Son s HIlNKU Jaws 55 hin g5 pmiomad - 355 § a3 g S (28 4 2o il 5 oo
o Gl Ol 5 At 35 b S8 S ol S5 Wl 5555 g e 4 53 Jusys 035
SEAS s pae Dl 3 g 4 5 0315 G2l ) 5k S grammn e 3551 15 0 DSl das L8, gLl

St 5 e 53 03le ol 1 e3lizal s 3 Shee y Ju g5 03,8 ite DI om sudate dalsd 3 s |
455 5 5lly g ins 53 Lgdgdome 55 VL a8 4 015 oo b Al l oz 1Sl 5)a9, plaHlr L Olones
.(Oliveira et al., 2020; Gopi et al., 2017) 5,5 o,Ls| D9 akidee (goy 93 )3 3 me Sl sl 9 S50 93 S

23> o SHB sy Bl 5555 Slaer g SME o 4 Jue 355 03,5 03931 oS Wlesls Ol Cakises Slalllas
Fazayeli-Rad et al., 2015; Farag & El-Rayes, ) LS sloul glos 5y Cwdhus e S oo ol 09 sy 5 Shes
b5 e 48 ol Unpalins 5 Lo 5526 a8 Ly s Jlabiiny s LS5 (5l Juuesss 038 10T 5 0531 (2016
L;S;.ﬁm;ﬁ,gWu;ss‘wue&w,gﬂa6u6;5pmjju,,wtwqﬁ,a;.ﬂwlwplﬂs
.(Elbaz & El-Sayed, 2022; Wang et al., 2021) 4=S ol 41

Ao o S o 1 5 Sl 30355 W3 s )35l gime 23 Lol ity £ BY = gla 53 Jou ) 555 03,5l oalicu
azjf 8 peme &S ol 0l JZJ\Jf Oeexen . (Nemauluma et al., 2023).,\9)??,@ e 3l g0 2gs Ol 4 Sl uis ol S
(Pascoal et al., 2014) Sl ok 258 latr g 55> Shed Lo 5500 5 05 U ol o 28l Eoly 555

bl (s e 53 s 5 03,5 31 oslital (G3lo (Srkan sy & ipls ST Oliies e ke laatil ol 35ms b

2378 s3IV eams CiS 5 Sl s OT Socaddy SIS ey 0 500912 205 535 e Sl eSS sla s
.(Gopi et al.,, 2017; Nemauluma et al., 2023) ..l

S e sl f3m 0 Sl S Dl oy Ll gn 355 Sl ol 5 ke DS s ey 35 03,5 IS 5o
38as e Jess55 038 ;33550 53 sl ale T s n 4 Sosp Al ol o s ool b Cais 3 (o s A
Olgieas OT 3l oslizul Ol 5 astls y danwgs Jlomys (sl 528 55 25,8 sla Frargr OV game CoiS 5 Sl ki
S (o Jel ) (b (0953 S



G.AVEFOM )Y S /TA

9y 99190
el 5k A5 s iy SlaS e (sl o Sl Olgteas Ju 955 03,8 DT coy 2 ok 40 sy g adlllan
Web of 5Scopus (PubMed «Google Scholar Juli e jare gl Colw oy 5l e Oleshas ‘SMTC"— Sl Sl ol
5o Ay 5 Shes  Juy55 03,5 5B ate) 45 bl oo 43 0k (55573,8 SYlie .ol ol 03lizul Science

il 8 15 05lizal 3y g0 g r cpl 53 el gl Y uaes kS
sl
(I S 52 g by p8hae g o yau; 035 53T

OL Ojs Sialipl ey 3,Ses 3 g Lo gn il 5 g0 A8 0, 4 Juus 5 055 03,8 035531 &S Wilosls OLis (g3 hnze olalllas
53,5 (sl 0 Sl oslinal &S Wsls 3,18 Attia et al. (2014) (& yes Olgie 4358 yab 53 Slde oS s 20l 4
41 3 ol Oliime . A5 U3 28 03 S L aalie 3 0y 05 o 55 JB Slidl 4y e 2858 (gl e g a5 55 s 535
e g edn AT S sl 035 533 3n Jlablns slaelil 5B 03,8 S el g 535,5 Bkl sl 3525
sy 555 njfz N 0355 48 wzsls OL ;. Farag and El-Rayes (2016) (4L o A.fb R ..L.Su.a S 1y (gdan 5150
B ek g (S S 2 25 5 Sht e A0 055 la sae SRl e olE 0 4
el 25 daul 53 STy g oSS s (sl 4 s 55503, o1 S ¥+ Sl eslizad 45 sl 0lis Hosseini et al. (2016)
3w 5l i Nemauluma et al. (2023) Low 55 Lo L;\mdUu‘w..\:ojf Ay 5 Sas 500 5 4155, 055 Lol sl
055 N3 s il e Sast STy oL SHLS a3l 40,8 pLEA 0353 i3 ol 5343,8 4B 1) Juusy s 038
A 8 S Slaer g 53 GME S o S 5 O
0D s S5 5u0 § 0395 oo 51 ot y335 0055 53T

03 e LB il e b S slaar g SME 0 4 Jue g5 03,5 059530 4S ol OT 3 Slo sdaie ode alsi
et 5555 03,5 3 oslizl &S wisls 3,18 Frank et al. (2025) «Jbe Olgie 4. &S Lol os ,Sn dslas 5035y Codlw 3 500
5 Escherichia coli 5 jg les sl SU de 5 Lactobacillus 4l Lie slag mSU Cunax oelpl Case
& sy 53 objf 039331 S Lsls 0L Krysiak et al. (2021) clwly cpd 53,358 o0 ) sk dasla o8z 43 Salmonella
Slpn oo 35 4 (585 1335 or (23S Slaer gz 9 OT (BL sl 35 5 0355 slaj gussl SRl el oy
23 sk JoS Olse 4 sy 5 03,8 3l oalial 4 i3 S = o Roto et al. (2021) « ol 1 G580 515 (5 53 ) (ska
) (S l Cslia 28 s L5 e Ge b al S 5 e 20 ) S5 1 e 4 5L b ST
Sy Jousy 50 a.sjf 039530 S Wsls OLis 55 Nyaga and Sabiu (2021) « JoSe 5 sbas . LS s gdoes g 5 b6 SIS
as il aesle Glagssle 53 1 0T Canglin 5 os 228 (slasr s (gran! (o S 35 o gn il 5 oo
9l T o sl 5 g (GBS (s S 95

Ll 53l ol 218 5 ool s T g5 55 cmer S b a5 3 b JaSa G Ol oty oty 55 03,5
Gl A5l o &S diter (658 SInST 3l ol ghyls esle ol 53 553 se G AS 56 5 Jgb DLS 3 U8 s
Al L3 oS Glanlllan )3 55 Oy (23 w3 8ot 3540 o gm 5 03,5 (Sl ST (sladiSsl, 51 (5L s 2
Sl SIab il Cor g 288 Sladr g (e oo 4 Ju 55 03,8 035531 4 plonil Kahtani et al. (2022)
A 5 sl S 4 &S (5 i 103 S (GSHAPX) 5141, 0556 588 5 (SOD) b sy w1 gor diile GlonST 51
Sl ol sy 535 03,8 oealil s s 45 Lsls 3l SWrobel et al. (2023) .« pimen 3,8 SaS p5l ST o il
5o Yildizetal. (2023) (slaaml . il 50 5sb s g08 Cudlw 550 53 Ll 5 g a3 5 0kl OF SIS 31 Sllad
3 el Sla a2l 5 SIS B bl Gl 4y i 5l Sl 53 Jue 55 03,8 U9 me oS 5l 0L
3 ol oo 54 anb oSl 5l e3lizl ' 05,8 48T Nemauluma et al. (2023). cpl p 0331555 o0 55b
23355 )84 s Jap 5 BSS g S Gl S Sl Olpea Ll e S S o u i |y s L) 3 See



Vﬂ/ml;uo}g@:; L_?“‘\‘G_Q';)‘VJ’

Comgn S5 5 S5 LS5 28l alawlgay « Jus s 03,8 45 disls 0Lt ;5 Gercek et al. (2024) (luly cpes
23,8 51 eslizal 48 ol 0T [Sily ol ool ¢ gomn 355 0 ssb Sl 35 5 kST 5T (Slapulil Sl 2ol
ity Ay S 5 Saw 3 504 5 3lenST sl 22l (813 s Lo 55 (61 S30 o) o pb (ME 0 3 S 555
558 O gmien S 5 51 (61 b 5 nlin Sl Wl 5 e S (614 S35 o
EnPS 9 SbgS LudsS due

S ez 1 Gls Y puas oS el a5 b S 5y 53 S50 B oM Juu 55 03,
o Sl Ol G o b (I 0y 0 et 535 03,8 03931 o s gn OLES (L8893, dnlpd 35 § j03ed s
S 23,8 5,18 Pascoal etal. (2014) ¢4 yal Ol o 41355 oo o8 Sl 5 pab o 85y 3500 503 el 208 gLl 2
o e 55 5 5 e faais 5 Lb 8 55 By A slagmelt s e Gl o ge ) 555 03,5 3l 0Lzl
Slas g Sl g 4y Jus )y 53503,5 05531 45 Wisls 0L Gudevetal. (2012)  Sus glandlas 55 a3 o Ll [y Y yoames
oS 35 088 63 8 S8 8 55 (G Ol Olion 2885 LB b o (slantend 2l ol Sl
33 Sy 555 03,8 U5 puzn 45 ol 0T 51 Sl El-Tarabany et al. (2016) slaasl . simman 555 o jote ooii S ol
lopebl (Fp iyl 5 03)5 55 E 5 A lagpmlig pelaw (Rollf ja0is CodS 55 4 e )Ufp-éﬁ Sef oy
oo b S Sz g SIdE 0 4 S 55 03,5 039580 &S W S 518 Kovalik etal. (2013) cosdheas . Ls oy
23483 Sl | oS s an ol L5 gn al ol 4 0din S Il 5 K5y gk Jols Cb 8 e sla S 35
S5 g 5 b S 53 g pdS o 288 b s 55 03,8 4 Wols 0L 35 Al-Kahtani et al. (2022) (bl e
S o S8 BBUSE 5z D 6Ll 4y (o]
BT Hl 4 (Shly il

AR 555 03,8 Sl oMkt (SLbia Sy 31 (S (S g ST Caslin 3350 03 Sler SN 4 25 L
Je 555038 5330 g0 Jlab s § LS 5. ol yab 2350 55 (8 e L) S e o 5 oS3 g 1 40 (Sl
5L Sl o)lee SSOT gy sl 4ndls LS5y 5 ilie (63, Ses 15 o oS Ll ks oL SUs ol syl
KroCko et al. (2012) Lo s &S (glanlllas )5 .(El-Hack et al., 2016) 48 sl )  obesS (slag)ls (5 uas
S8 (S Caglin 28 4 e« 258 Glaarmr (M o 4 Jee s 038 03951 & 38 adalis
Sl oslizal 2l 53 Jusysss 03,5 05l i (godiasOli «dl ol i aesla (e 5> Enterococcus faecalis
53,8 U3 pan S AS o AST W (slanlllas ;5> Abd El-Ghany (2025) 35 paed 41 Sl 5 gob 0di 53 LSS g 51
11338 0 Oy o) 350 5 0335 S sl Comsn sl e (e 33 156 sl (SLa s S ) g b s 535
033531 4 Lsls 3,18 Nemauluma et al. (2021) « il s o5 35T wald S p 51 sl S50 o2 Sl il 50 oS
G032 9933 535 S s 5 SLals 3 pmn 453 5 ek b el Conds s o gn e 2ME 0 4y S 55 03,8
Pascoal et al. « pizmed . LS oo Wl ora)ls odile B Oads 5 Cpasl ol 55 53 cage 28 bl ool ol 03l 2alS
ol o g5 ol 4 b Cb 8 kS s oD e s 03,8 oS sl Ol s asn 53 5 (2014)
e s AT 53 S sn sl 4 S ar S B S s
ILE

LS e (sl 5530 2 Sl 5 o« b JoSa G Olste s 535 03,5 S s o LS Dlalllas 50 ks
Farag and El-Rayes .Attia et al. (2014) A5l (gdaze Slallas s . il ) b Comis 53 WSS 50 3 5 olesS L)
«Hls J.SU w}f Sl ar >y e LdS ol u:,.a\SJ Ay 3,Ses 55¢ » Nemauluma et al. (2023) 5(2016)
238 53 Jabless Slaplil 5 B slagmelis ()50 bl yial Aile dte LS5 3525 S5 4 Bes 3500 o
215 g 5 amen Joulpd 4 Ll 5 a4 35 on 0bs Slalllan Slan (B S3e 553 53 Dl - ol b ol s 535
A Ll 55 aesla o8ns S 5s Son 5 0335 oDl 5 mmn 53 Laasily p33 AL auly b Shs S5 5 s



G.aVFF(MY S /e

deie sla s 7SS bl Comgn Jus 55 03,8 oS Wiles,S 318 Frank et al. (2025) 5 Krysiak et al. (2021) Solidiss
(5 Ol alS 5 (sloss, slaj e s le 3 s mmen 353 o Disslem slas SU 2alS 5 Lactobacillus s
5L 2l awe) > Rotoetal. (2021) (gla 5,18 L baabl :pl. S o g |y Sk 3150 g o 48 ol oS
Al 0k A5 (613 2 IS8 4 55 5 03,8 S ) A g s 3 305 A5 35 S
SOD wile  £bs LSL"g'-i‘};‘ Cdles il Cels e.bf 320 &S Llosls lis Lietal. (2023) 5 Al-Kahtani et al. (2022)
i G ol 55505 48 sl l Lok 4G 55 Abd El-Aziz etal. (2023) jiags 53 sl ol 545 g2 GSH-Px
35 AL agrlse 53 S (oole Lol pd 53 g5 & s 555 03,8 48 58w 05 gn  plpliy ol 03 5 ) sl 2
o g 5555 93,8 U3 pan o Wlosls OLES 35 § s 5 b8 adSL oo Slalllas )l S o Wl Bl 25
Pascoal) 3 s 5lpom Y gama 53 B 3 A lagals Siulpl 5 wab oK) 5 g Ll o sladkend Ol 153
C’t’ Ll o313 5,05 uem L;uuf;i, s KovaCik et al. (2013) slaasl Li> 2 Gudev et al., 2012). cet al., 2014
03,8 SUlie o Setn 31 (Sl 5330l JoSea ol malar 30 31 08 5 3,8 o )13 sl slatass sl s O
Abd El-Ghany s El-Hack etal. (2016) KroCkoetal. (2012) Solllas . ol e S5 g 51 4 Kinsly 288 Jus 555
oS Sl sl Se 5 crmtl (2 Sl il o ol T 55 5 sl (slas S 2alS Les 8 oS ias e DL (2025)
Lws 53 Sples s 4 Sl (Sae Calizes Sladllas 53 5aza 53 5 Coda slacs SU g5 0> sl = ol basl
Slaysoe 5o Slalllae fiy & o1 OLES Sl sy 50 e sarms > AEL 038 4 gy b sk adsl bl s
Copan 8 5 Jpams CoiS (18 sl OT 0gll sLbe 5 035 blyon Joue 355 038 51 oalinal Caliies
(e Luls 5 Oda yab g g Olie 350 3 il 4o Sl el 2l LS o B LS

S ph g sliin SG85 Sla b b i leclis Slalas ol

DIlghiny g (S S Ao
oS o) 5 035y Cdhw e Ly e Sl 3l ans oS S Ol iy Jut 5 555 03,8 4 313 0Lt Slallas g 50

53 LSS 5 SIS sl e DS 5 5 g 35 b 53 S g 51 4 (Sl 28 5 Sl Y s
b2l o pduas 5 e Sl g, 53 ) OT jleslinul g odiide 3 g ) s O el 5 S5 )52 58 5 Shas co3le
135 gn g g0l 31 edalie Caliien lalllas 53 5y Jasld 5 b 550 B 533 55 SBD U

3,8 il 5 b Caliien (sladi S (51 4y 555 et g 0085 S (b L 6 i OlWlae

355 gyt S N s i ool 5 CDs p Ju s 555 03,8 5 pan Doty S

338 gBly 3ol 3550 gmes Ll 53 S 1L JaSe o) oS 0 Kol OISl ¥

&b

1.  Abdelnour, S. A., Abd El-Hack, M. E., Alagawany, M., Farag, M. R, Elnesr, S. S., & Amelioration, M. S. (2019). Ben-
eficial impacts of bee pollen in animal production, reproduction, and health. Journal of Animal Physiology and Animal
Nutrition, 103(2), 477—484. https://doi.org/10.1111/jpn.13045.

2. Abd El-Ghany, W. A. (2025). Impact of bee pollen on gut microbiota and immunity in poultry. Journal of Veterinary
Science and Research, 12(2), 88-96. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvsr.2025.02.004.

3. Abreu, A. C. M., de Freitas, T. S., & Borges, D. G. L. (2023). Antimicrobial drug resistance in poultry production and
innovative strategies for bacterial control. Frontiers in Microbiology, 14, 1160941.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2023.1160941.

4. Al-Kahtani, S. N., Alaqil, A. A., & Abbas, A. O. (2022). Modulation of antioxidant defense, immune response, and
growth performance by inclusion of propolis and bee pollen into broiler diets. Animals, 12(13), 1658.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12131658.

5. Attia, Y. A., Al-Hanoun, A., & Bovera, F. (2014). Effect of various levels of bee pollen on performance, blood constitu-
ents, immune response, and oxidative status of broiler chickens. Journal of Animal Physiology and Animal Nutrition,
98(5), 934-945. https://doi.org/10.1111/jpn.12172.

6. Abd El-Aziz, A., Abo Ghanima, M., Mota-Rojas, D., Sherasiya, A., Ciani, F., & El-Sabrout, K. (2023). Bee products for
poultry and rabbits: Current challenges and perspectives. Animals, 13(22), 3517. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani13223517.



https://doi.org/10.1111/jpn.13045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvsr.2025.02.004
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2023.1160941
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12131658
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpn.12172
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani13223517

i\/@eﬁ;}g«l&—&jl&o

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Elbaz, A. M., & El-Sayed, M. A. (2022). Modulation of antioxidant defense, immune response, and growth performance
of broiler chickens by dietary supplementation with propolis and bee pollen. Animals, 12(13), 1658.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12131658.

El-Hack, M. E. A., Alagawany, M., Arif, M., Saeed, M., Arain, M. A., & Elnesr, S. S. (2016). Use of bee products as
feed additives in poultry nutrition: A review. Animal Production Science, 56(10), 1771-1780.
https://doi.org/10.1071/AN15207.

El-Tarabany, M. S., El-Bayomi, K. M., & Abdelhamid, T. M. (2016). Effect of bee pollen supplementation on perfor-
mance, egg quality, and blood parameters of laying hens. Journal of Animal and Feed Sciences, 25(1), 1-7.

Farag, S. A., & El-Rayes, T. K. (2016). Effect of bee-pollen supplementation on performance, carcass traits and blood
parameters of broiler chickens. Asian Jowrnal of Animal and Veterinary Advances, 11(3), 168-177.
https://doi.org/10.3923/ajava.2016.168.177.

Fazayeli-Rad, A. R., Afzali, N., Farhangfar, H., & Asghari, M. R. (2015). Effect of bee pollen on growth performance,
intestinal morphometry, and immune status of Dbroiler chicks. European Poultry Science, 79.
https://doi.org/10.1399/eps.2015.86.

Frank, R., Krysiak, K., & Roto, S. (2025). Probiotics/prebiotics effect on chicken gut microbiota and immunity. Physiol-
ogy & Behavior, 243, 113—119. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2025.113119.

Gerceek, Y. C., Dagsuyu, A., Nur Bashturk, F., Kerkinc, S., Yildirim, N., Kaskan, G., Ozmenr, B., Onlu, Y. S., Nur Kalkan,
S., Boztas, K., Jawahir Oz, G., Yanardag, R., Ajam Bayram, N., & Kostic, A. J. (2024). Enzyme inhibitory, physico-
chemical, and phytochemical properties and botanical sources of honey, bee pollen, bee bread, and propolis obtained
from the same apiary. Antioxidants, 13(12), 1483. https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox13121483

Gopi, M., Selvam, R., & Mohan, M. (2017). Bee pollen as a feed supplement in poultry. Poultry Science, 96(5), 1451—
1457. https://doi.org/10.3382/ps/pew010.

Gudev, D., Popova-Ralcheva, S., Moneva, P., & Kostadinova, N. (2012). The effects of dietary bee pollen on lipid pe-
roxidation and fatty acids composition of Japanese quails (Coturnix coturnix japonica) meat under different stocking
densities. Journal of Animal and Feed Sciences, 21(1), 70-78.

Hascik, P., Pavelkova, A., Bobko, M., Trembecka, L., Elimam, I. O. E., & Capcarova, M. (2017). The effect of bee pollen
in chicken diet. World's Poultry Science Journal, 73(3), 643—650.

Hascik, P., Trembecka, L., Bobko, M., Kac¢aniova, M., Bucko, O., Tkacova, J., & Kunova, S. (2015). Effect of different

feed supplements on selected quality indicators of chicken meat. Potravinarstvo Slovak Journal of Food Sciences, 9(1), 1—-

6. https://doi.org/10.5219/517

Hosseini, S. M., Vakili Azghandi, M., Ahani, S., & Nourmohammadi, R. (2016). Effect of bee pollen and propolis (bee
glue) on growth performance and biomarkers of heat stress in broiler chickens reared under high ambient temperature.
Journal of Animal and Feed Sciences, 25(1), 45-51. https://doi.org/10.22358/jafs/65586/2016.

Kovacik, A., Hrnéar, C., & Bujko, J. (2013). Sensory evaluation of broiler meat after addition of bee pollen as a supple-
ment in their feed mixtures. Acta Fytotechnica et Zootechnica, 16(4), 111-113.

Kroc¢ko, M., Revajova, V., Sopkové, D., Levkutova, M., & Levkut, M. (2012). Antimicrobial and resistance-reducing
effects of bee pollen in broiler chickens. Polish Journal of Veterinary Sciences, 15(4), 705-709.
https://doi.org/10.2478/v10181-012-0108-1.

Krysiak, K., Frank, R., & Roto, S. (2021). Impact of prebiotics on intestinal morphology and nutrient absorption in broiler
chickens. Journal of Animal Science and Biotechnology, /72, 119.https:/jasbsci.biomedcentral.com/arti-
cles/10.1186/s40104-021-00640-9.

Krysiak, K., Roto, S., & Frank, R. (2021). The role of prebiotics in poultry nutrition: Effects on gut microbiota and
performance. Journal of Animal Science and Biotechnology, 12, 119. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40104-021-00640-9.

Li, K., Zhao, J., Yu, W., Qiao, Y., Shu, X., Ning, F., & Luo, L. (2024). Deep enzymatic hydrolysis of bee pollen with
multiple enzymes: Improves antioxidant and antibacterial activities. Food Bioscience, 58, 102933.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tbi0.2023.102933

Nemauluma, M., Mapiye, C., & Marandure, T. (2021). Bee pollen as a phytogenic feed additive in broiler production: A
sustainable approach to reducing antibiotic usage. Sustainability, 13(8), 4593. https://doi.org/10.3390/sul3084593Nem-
auluma, T. S., Manyelo, T. G., & Mlambo, V. (2023). Effects of bee pollen inclusion on performance and carcass char-
acteristics of broiler chickens. Poultry Science, 102(5), 102404. https://doi.org/10.1016/].psj.2023.102404

Nyaga, P. N., & Sabiu, S. (2021). Poultry gut health — Microbiome functions, environmental impacts, and future perspec-
tives. Journal of Animal Science and Biotechnology, 12, 119. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40104-021-00640-9

Oliveira, R. P., Mesquita, M. A., Silva, A. S., Costa, A. C., & Faria Filho, D. E. (2020). Bee pollen supplementation in
poultry feeding: Effect on growth performance and immune response. Journal of Animal Science, 98(2), skz289.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jas/skz289

Pascoal, A., Rodrigues, S., Teixeira, A., Feds, X., & Estevinho, L. M. (2014). Biological activities of commercial bee
pollens: Antimicrobial, antimutagenic, antioxidant and anti-inflammatory. Food and Chemical Toxicology, 63,233-239.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2013.11.010.

Pascoal, A., Rodrigues, S., Teixeira, A., & Ferreira, I. M. P. L. V. O. (2014). Effect of dietary bee pollen on the perfor-
mance and meat quality of broiler chickens. Poultry Science, 93(8), 1964-1971.

Roto, S. M., Frank, R. A., & Krysiak, K. R. (2021). Prebiotics and gut health in broiler chickens: A review. Journal of
Animal Science and Biotechnology, 12, 119. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40104-021-00640-9

Rabie, N. S., Mohamed, M. A., & Salah, A. S. (2018). Effect of bee pollen on performance, carcass traits, and blood
parameters of broiler chickens. Journal of Animal Physiology and Animal Nutrition, 102(2), 447-455.
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpn.12781



https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12131658
https://doi.org/10.1071/AN15207
https://doi.org/10.3923/ajava.2016.168.177
https://doi.org/10.1399/eps.2015.86
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2025.113119
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox13121483
https://doi.org/10.3382/ps/pew010
https://doi.org/10.5219/517
https://doi.org/10.22358/jafs/65586/2016
https://doi.org/10.2478/v10181-012-0108-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40104-021-00640-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbio.2023.102933
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13084593
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psj.2023.102404
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40104-021-00640-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/jas/skz289
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2013.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40104-021-00640-9

31.

32.

GV F (Y S /EY

Wang, Y., Li, Y., Wang, J., Liu, Y., & Zhang, C. (2021). Dietary bee pollen improves growth performance, immunity,
antioxidant  capacity and intestinal morphology in  broilers.  Poultry  Science, 100(4), 101009.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psj.2021.101009

Zhu, L., Li, J., Wei, C., Luo, T., Deng, Z., Fan, Y., & Zheng, L. (2020). A polysaccharide from Fagopyrum esculentum
Moench bee pollen alleviates microbiota dysbiosis to improve intestinal barrier function in antibiotic-treated broiler
chickens. Food & Function, 11(12), 10519-10533. https://doi.org/10.1039/d0fo02165a



https://doi.org/10.1039/d0fo02165a

