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Abstract
This study was carried out to determine the effects of pellet and extruded foods on gelatinization, digestibility and faecal quality of dogs. 
In study 30 adult male dogs of mixed breed, weighing 15-30 kg, neutered and around 1-3 of age were used. The two tested dog-food 
formulations had the same composition, but one was produced in pellet form, while the other was extruded in a private factory. Feeding 
experiments were conducted at the Dog Unit of the Veterinary Faculty in Selçuk University. Pelleted and extruded food contained 4.87% 
and 17.81% gelatinized starch, respectively (P<0.001). Tested dogs preferred extruded food at a rate of 0.66. The digestibility, faecal score, 
and cost of pelleted, extruded, imported, and domestic dog food were compared. The most common commercial brands were selected for 
the latter two categories. Based on faecal samples, the dry matter digestibility of the four dog-food types was 81.2%, 84.2%, 83.7%, 83.5% 
(P<0.05) respectively. The faecal score was 3.48 for dogs that consumed pelleted food and 3.68-3.91 for dogs fed the other three extruded 
foods. Cost calculations revealed that extruded food is five times more economical than imported food.
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Pelet ve Ekstrude Mamaların Köpek Beslemede Kullanılması

Özet
Bu çalışma pelet ve ekstrude formda üretilen mamaların jelatinizasyon, köpeklerde sindirilebilirlik ve dışkı kalitesine etkilerinin belirlenmesi 
amacıyla yapıldı. Çalışmada 15-30 kg ağırlıkta kısırlaştırılmış 30 adet 1-3 yaşlı karışık ırk erkek köpek kullanıldı. Bileşimi aynı olan iki formülün 
biri pelet şeklinde, diğeri ekstrude formda özel bir tesiste üretildi. Yedirme denemeleri Selçuk Üniversitesi Veteriner Fakültesi Köpekçilik 
Ünitesinde yürütüldü. Jelatinize nişasta oranı pelet mamada %4.87, ekstrude mamada %17.81 (P<0.001) bulundu. Ekstrude mamanın 
köpekler tarafından tercih edilme oranı 0.66 olarak tespit edildi. Bu çalışmada üretilen pelet ve ekstrude mamalar, piyasada en çok bilinen 
biri ithal ve biri yerli olan ticari mamalar ile sindirilebilirlik, dışkı skoru ve maliyet bakımından karşılaştırıldı. Pelet, ekstrude, ithal ve yerli ticari 
mamaların dışkı toplama yöntemiyle belirlenen kuru madde sindirilebilirlikleri sırasıyla %81.2, 84.2, 83.7, 83.5 (P<0.05) olarak tespit edildi. 
Dışkı skoru pelet mama tüketenlerde 3.48 bulundu, diğer üç ekstrude mamaları tüketenlerde 3.68-3.91 arasında idi. Maliyet hesaplamasında 
bu çalışmada üretilen ekstrude mama ile köpek beslemenin ithal mamadan 5 kat daha ekonomik olabileceği belirlendi.

Anahtar sözcükler: Ekstrude, Köpek maması, Pelet, Sindirilebilirlik, Tercih

INTRODUCTION

The dog food industry of Turkey has experienced rapid 
progress in recent years, with a rising number of 
entrepreneurs interested in producing dog food. At present, 

dog nutritional needs are largely met with imported food, 
which can be purchased off the internet and vary greatly  
in price. Due to inconsistent prices and a desire for natural 
products, dog owners tend to mix home-grown dog food  
as an inexpensive, domestic, and higher quality alternative. 
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Whether homemade or commercial, dog food formulas 
contain a considerable amount of cereal, with rice and corn 
being the most common. Due to high starch content, grains 
are mainly used as an economical energy source, while 
also acting as a swelling and bonding agent. However, raw 
starch has very low digestibility and must be gelatinized or 
cooked during food production. Homemade recipes tend  
to boil grains, whereas commercial foods process grains  
in an extruder.

Gelatinization is a mechanical process that deteriorates 
starch crystal structure through altering moisture, tempe-
rature, and pressure conditions, causing starch granules 
to swell [1]. Starch gelatinization and the form of the final 
product are both taken into account when measuring  
dry food quality [2].

Extrusion has been used in the food industry and animal- 
feed production since the 1950s. The aqueous food 
mixture undergoes heat treatment and is forced through 
the die with a spiral screw, resulting in a product of a 
particular shape, such as strips that are then cut and then 
dried. To enhance flavour, the product is typically sprayed 
with oil or similar compounds. During extrusion, products 
experience up to 200°C in as little as 270 s, causing major 
chemical and physical changes that result in swelling 
(similar to making popcorn). For optimal protein quality 
in dog food production, extrusion conditions were found 
to be 110-150°C, with a 300 g/kg moisture content, and 
120-160°C drying temperature [3,4]. During this process, 
undesired enzymes are denatured, anti-nutritional factors 
are destroyed, and food is sterilised, all without impairing 
the natural odour and taste [5-8]. Extrusion also significantly 
increases digestible starch [9], but may also cause un- 
desirable effects, such as vitamin (A, E, thiamine) deficiencies, 
lipid oxidation, and a reduction in amino acid content 
through the Maillard reaction [6].

An important method for assessing dog health involves 
examining stool amount and consistency. High digestibility  
is a desirable quality for dog food [10], and stool characteristics 
act as a useful indicator of digestion levels. 

In addition to digestibility, dog foods must also be 
palatable. Various methods are available for determining 
dog preferences, with the two-pan palatability test 
being widely used. This test involves presenting two 
foods simultaneously before the animal and observing 
consumption. After a set duration, the remaining food is 
measured and the preference rate is calculated [11,12].

This study had three objectives. First, we determined 
the suitability of pelleted dog foods commonly used in 
temporary care and rehabilitation centres. Second, we 
aimed to demonstrate that domestic extruded foods can 
be produced commercially. Finally, we evaluated the quality 
of several manufactured foods via feeding experiments  
in dogs.

MATERIAL and METHODS
Animals and Management

Experimental procedures were approved by the local ethics 
committee (No: 2014/53) at the Dog Unit of Selçuk 
University’s Veterinary Faculty. Dogs were housed in 
individual cells with concrete floors, each containing a 190 × 
190-cm enclosure and a 510 × 230-cm open area. 

Subjects were 30 neutered, adult male dogs, of mixed 
breed and around 1-3 of age. Exposure of the dogs to 
general health conditions and internal and external parasitic 
practices were routinely performed. Dogs weighed around 
15-30 kg.

Dogs were fed daily at the same time. Food and water 
were provided in 90-oz metal pans and ceramic bowls, 
respectively. The containers and housing were washed 
weekly with pressurised water.

Dog food Production 

Tested dog food formulations contained the same raw 
material and nutrient composition (Table 1). One was 
pelleted and the other was processed with an extruder. 
Both were produced at Bil-Yem Facilities.

Food ingredients were first weighed and then milled 
to pass through a 0.4 mm sieve. Water was added to 

Table 1. Composition of pellet and extrude dog foods

Ingredients %

Poultry meal 15.00

Barley 10.00

Corn 27.00

Corn gluten meal 13.00

Corn starch 10.78

Rice 15.00

Whey 2.00

Sunflower oil 3.00

Beef tallow 3.00

Vitamin-mineral* 1.22

Calculated nutrients/100 g DM

Crude protein, g 23.50

Energy, kcal 445

Crude fibre, g 2.27

Ash, g 4.25

Carbohydrate, g 62.53

Calcium, g 0.64

Phosphorus, g 0.61

Fat, g 10.80

Linoleic acid, g 2.02

* Aminovit, minesol, K chloride, Zn proteinate, Ca iodate, Na bicarbonate
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the ingredients to maintain moisture at around 25%, 
processed in a mixer for 20-30 min, and then added to a 
double-screw extruder. Extruder internal temperature was 
raised from 90°C to 135°C in four steps; the contents were 
cooked for a maximum of 4 min. Dog food was then moved 
to a conveyer-belt dryer and subjected to temperatures 
peaking at 148°C for 30-45 min. The resulting product was 
sprayed with oil, vitamins, and mineral additives in the 
lubricating unit before being cooled, then stored in 15-
kg bags. The same formulation was passed through the 
pelletizing unit (70-80°C, 18% moisture) to obtain a 6  
mm pellets.

Nutrient Analyses 

Dog foods were ground in a Retsch SM100 laboratory mill 
and passed through 0.5 mm sieves. Analyses of dry matter 
(DM), ash, crude protein (CP), ether extract (EE), crude fibre 
(CF), and starch were performed following AOAC methods [13]. 
The resultant data were used to calculate the metabolic 
energy in both products [14]:
ME-NRC, kcal/kg  =  ((5.7 × CP × 10) + (9.4 × EE × 10) + (4.1 × (NFE  
× 10 + CF × 10))) × (91.2 - (1.43 × CF))/100 - (1.04 × CP × 10),
where CP is crude protein, EE is ether extract, NFE is 
nitrogen-free extract, and CF is crude fibre.

Gelatinized Starch Ratio 

To determine the effect of pelleting and extrusion on 
starch degradation, three repetitive gelatinized starch 
measurements were made with a spectrophotometer, 
using a starch damage assay kit (Megazyme International 
Ireland 2014). This procedure has been adopted by the 
American Association of Cereal Chemists (AACC Method 
76-31.01) and the International Association for Cereal 
Science and Technology (ICC Method No. 164). In the 
procedure, damaged starch granules are hydrated and 
hydrolysed to maltosaccharides plus α-limit dextrins by 
controlled treatment with purified fungal α-amylase. 
The fungal α-amylase treatment is designed to give 
near complete solubilisation of damaged granules with 
minimum breakdown of undamaged granules. This 
reaction is terminated on addition of dilute sulphuric 
acid, and aliquots are treated with excess levels of purified 
amyloglucosidase to give complete degradation of starch-
derived dextrins to glucose. The glucose is specifically 
measured with a high purity glucose oxidase/peroxidase 
reagent mixture. Determined values are presented as 
starch (damaged) as a percentage of flour weight on an  
“as is” basis (Megazyme International Ireland 2014).

Preference Test 

To determine whether dogs preferred pelleted or extruded 
foods, dogs were fed 500 g of each in two identical feeding 
pans, once per day (at the same time). The food pans were 
positioned at the same distance away from the subjects, so 
that they could reach either equally easily. Dogs were kept  

in the outer area of their compartments while the pans 
were being placed in the enclosure.

The dogs were given clean water ad libitum during the 
experiment. At the end of 1 h, both food pans were removed 
and weighed to determine how much was consumed. 
Potential directional preferences were eliminated by 
switching the pans’ left/right positions daily until the end  
of the test (4 days). Food preference was calculated with  
the following equations [12,15]:
Extruded food preference ratio, % = A/(A + B), 
Pellet food preference ratio, % = B/(A + B),
where A is the amount of consumed extruded food (g) and  
B is the amount of consumed pellet food (g).

Determination of Digestibility 

The total collection method [10,16] was used to determine  
the digestibility of organic matter (OM), CP, EE, and CF in  
two commercial diets (one imported, one domestic). Four 
groups (seven dogs each) were separated using sensitive 
sorting [17], based on weight, body condition scores, 
and their location in the Dog Research Unit. Each group 
was fed a different type of food for 14 days. Subjects were  
given the same amount of food daily, around 3-8% of their 
maintenance requirements (according to their consumption 
levels during a nine-day acclimatisation period). Any 
remaining food was collected and weighed on the next 
day. Water was provided ad libitum. Twice a day during 
the last five days, faeces were collected with plastic 
scrapers, placed in nylon bags, weighed, and stored at  
-20°C. At the end of the trial, stool samples were dissolved, 
homogenised, and then weighed in aluminium containers 
to determine dry matter content. Next, samples were  
oven-dried (70°C) for 60 h, then ground for the analysis of  
ash, crude protein, ether extract, and crude fibre content. 
Nutrient digestibility was calculated using the following 
formulas:
Dry matter digestibility, % = (dry matter of food – dry 
matter of faeces)/dry matter of food × 100,
Nutrient digestibility, % = (nutrient in food – nutrient in 
faeces)/nutrient in food × 100.

faecal Consistency 

During the last 4 days of the digestibility trial, faecal 
consistency was scored as follows: 1. soft and unshaped 
stool; 2. soft and vaguely shaped stool; 3. soft, moist, 
and spotted stool with definite shape; 4. well-formed, 
undistorted, and non-marking stool; 5. well-formed, 
solid, and dry stool [18]. Scoring was conducted by three 
independent observers and a final average was taken.

Determination of Cost 

Potential retail sale prices of the pelleted and extruded 
foods if offered as a commercial product were calculated  
to estimate costs. Ingredients prices and their value-added 



134
Pellet or Extrude Dog Food

taxes were determined using the diet formulation. Potential 
operating expenses, packing costs, production wastages, 
post-shipment waste, depreciation, and profitability 
expenses were added to the price. Calculated prices were 
then compared to the retail prices of commercial imported 
and domestic foods.

Statistical Analyses 

Differences in nutrient digestibility and faecal scores 
across the dog food types were examined using ANOVA. 
Differences in the ratio of damaged starch were analysed 
with the Student’s t-test. Means were separated with 
Duncan’s multiple range tests. Significance was set at 
P<0.05. All analyses were performed in IBM SPSS Statistics 
(version 22, IBM Corp., Chicago, IL).

RESULTS
Table 2 shows the results of nutrient analysis, and Table 3 
shows the damaged starch ratios. Extruded food contained 
four times more gelatinized starch than pelleted food. 

Table 4 shows the nutrient digestibility of four tested foods. 
Pelleted food contained the lowest DM and CP digestibility. 
Extruded food and the two commercial foods did not  
differ in their DM, OM, and CF digestibility. Table 5 shows 
subject preferences for pelleted versus extruded food. On 

average, subject dogs consumed 199.85 g of pelleted and 
380.33 g of extruded food daily, preferring extruded food  
by 66% and pelleted food by 34% (P<0.001). Finally, Table  
6 shows the faecal scores. The lowest faecal score (3.48) 
was obtained from animals consuming pellet food.

The retail price per kg of pelleted and extruded food was 
determined. Table 7 compares the costs of the daily amount 
necessary to meet a 25-kg dog’s energy requirements 
across the four tested foods. Because the foods differ in 
nutrient content, we calculated how much it would cost 
to meet the daily energy requirement of an adult dog of 
average weight. We found that the daily feeding cost 
was 1.13 TRY, 0.87 TRY, 5.78 TRY, and 1.33 TRY for extruded, 
pelleted, commercial imported, and commercial domestic 
food, respectively.

DISCUSSION

Although the pelleted and extruded foods were produced 
with the same formulation, the latter contained slightly 
less ash, CF, and EE than the former. The low ash and EE 
content may be due to a lack of precision in adjusting 
the amount of oil used when applying minerals during 
preparation. Regardless of the lower EE, dogs preferred 
extruded food over pelleted food. Furthermore, we  
observed that measured EE, CP, and energy levels were

lower than the expected values based on the ingredients 
used in the formula, an outcome that could be attributed 
supplier overestimation of protein and fat content in the 
poultry meal and corn gluten meal used. 

The gelatinized starch ratio in dog food varies between by 
10-35% [19]. This study found a gelatinized starch content 

Table 3. Gelatinized starch in foods, %

Food X Sx

Pellet 4.87 0.04

Extrude 17.81 0.18

P <0.001

Table 4. Nutrient digestibility of foods, % (n=7)

Food DM OM EE CF CP

Pelleted 81.17±1.12b 84.13±1.11b 94.98±0.30ab 26.77±3.60 76.05±1.60c

Extruded 84.20±0.45a 87.87±0.36a 95.72±0.40a 19.96±5.12 79.63±1.12b

Commercial, imported 83.66±0.66a 85.96±0.63ab 95.29±0.26ab 29.23±2.61 79.94±0.97b

Commercial, native 83.47±0.52a 87.7±0.39a 94.16±0.38b 19.79±2.90 85.62±0.59a

P 0.039 0.003 0.029 0.235 <0.001
a,b Means within a row with no common letter differ significantly (P<0.05); DM: Dry Matter, OM: Organic Matter  EE: Ether Extract, CF: Crude Fibre,  
CP: Crude Protein

Table 2. Analysis results of foods, DM%

Food DM Ash EE CF CP Starch ME, kcal

Pelleted 92.81 4.88 9.23 2.66 22.76 51.72 393

Extruded 92.57 4.29 8.66 2.25 22.98 50.84 395

Commercial, imported 94.02 4.92 12.59 3.12 22.26 45.14 405

Commercial, native 94.34 5.97 9.39 3.12 26.52 42.28 388

DM: Dry Matter
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of 17.81% and 4.87% in extruded and pelleted food, 
respectively. The degree of gelatinization in extruded 
food reached the desired limit, indicating greater starch 
digestibility. Digestion trial results corroborate this 
conclusion. In sum, an increase in starch gelatinization 
shows that the dry and organic matter in extruded  
food has higher digestibility. Furthermore, pelleted 
food was less digestible because it was not sufficiently 
gelatinized.

We expected that the high-heat treatment would increase 
gelatinized starch, and therefore the digestibility of dry 
and organic matter. In a comparison with commercial 
foods, dry matter digestibility was highest in extruded  
food and lowest in pelleted food, with commercial foods 
in between. The higher dry matter digestibility was likely  
due to the fact that commercial foods are also extruded 
and have higher starch digestibility. Overall, obtained 
digestibility values are within previously reported limits [20-25].

Organic matter digestibility was higher in extruded food 
than pelleted food. Also, it was higher in commercial 
domestic food than pellet food. These are generally in line 
with previous work using poultry by-product meal and 
poultry meal as the source of animal protein in dog foods,  
resulting in an OM digestibility of 87.0-88.8% [20]. In other 
studies [20,22,23,25], OM digestibility ranged widely between 
86.3% and 92.8%. We also found that EE digestibility 
ranged from 94.16% to 95.72%, with the lowest values in 
commercial foods. This outcome is probably due to the  
use of animal fat, which is difficult to digest. Generally, 

the fat digestibility of dog food varies between 91.7%  
and 95.5% [20,22,23,25]. 

The ability of dogs to digest crude fibre is fairly low. 
Indeed, CF digestibility was reported to be 38.3% on  
average (across 259 dog foods) in one study [26]. Greater  
CF digestibility increases stool consistency in dogs. In  
this study, CF digestibility was varied between 19.79% 
and 29.23%. 

Observed protein digestibility was between 76.05% and 
85.62%. The protein digestibility were significantly greater 
in commercial domestic food than in the other three 
foods, with pelleted food exhibiting the lowest values. It is 
known that the processing of extrusion increases protein 
digestibility [3,6]. In this study, CP digestibility of 76.05% in 
pellet food increased to 79.63% in extruded food with the 
same formula, which means an increase of 4.71%. The level 
of protein in commercial domestic extruded food is higher 
than other foods. However, a high protein level in the 
food does not necessarily mean increased digestibility, as 
proteins with low digestibility (e.g. vegetable sources) can 
also be elevated. A previous study found that the ability 
of dogs to digest protein did not differ when fed with 
foods containing 25% and 35% (dry matter basis) crude 
protein [27]. On the contrary, there are studies reporting 
that protein digestibility increases as the protein level 
increases in the diet [28]. It may be that the high digestibility  
of CP in the commercial native food contains fish meal as  
well as poultry meal as an animal protein source. Poultry 
meal has been used in other foods, but there is no fish 
meal. In various studies, CP digestibility in dog food ranges 
between 77.7-91.2% [20,22,23,25].

Dogs exhibited a clear preference for extruded food. One 
possible explanation for this difference could lie in the fact 
that pellets tended to crumble, forming flour that settles  
to the bottom of the container. Dogs were likely unable to 
consume this dusty residue, which remained in food pans. 
Moreover, the high heat in extruder processing increased 
flavour due to the Maillard reaction [3,6]. The enhanced taste 
and the uniform structure of extruded food appeared  
to facilitate increased feeding.

The faeces of dogs that consumed pellet food had a 
slightly softer consistency, probably due to the lower heat 
treatment during pelleting, which results in less starch 
gelatinization and decreased dry matter digestibility. 
However, faecal scores did not significantly differ across 
dog foods after controlling for the variation in consumption 
levels. Our observed values are within normal limits and 
similar to those reported by previous researchers [24,25,29]. 

In calculating the cost, it was determined that extruded 
food produced in this study could be 5 times more 
economical than imported food. According to the results 
of feeding experiments, extruded food can be easily 
recommended instead of imported food to dog owners.

İNAL, ALATAŞ, KAHRAMAN, İNAL
ULUDAĞ, GÜRBÜZ, POLAT

Table 5. Results of two-pan preference test (n=30)

Preference Test Pellet Extrude

Daily consumption, g 199.85 380.33

Preference rate, % 34 66

Table 6. Faecal scores of foods (n=7)

Food 
Faecal Score

X Sx

Pelleted 3.48 0.15

Extruded 3.68 0.21

Commercial, imported 3.91 0.15

Commercial, native 3.78 0.15

P 0.349

Table 7. Daily food costs for a 25 kg adult dog

Food Daily Intake, kg Cost, TRY Rate, %

Pelleted 0.368 0.87 77

Extruded 0.366 1.13 100

Commercial, imported 0.351 5.78 510

Commercial, native 0.383 1.33 118
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We demonstrated that considerable variation exists in 
the protein, fat, ash, and energy content of animal and 
vegetable protein sources used to produce dog food. Thus, 
to ensure consistency in the nutritional value of dog food,  
raw feedstuffs should be analysed carefully before use.

Furthermore, although pelleted food is inexpensive, it  
is harder to digest than extruded food, while also being  
less preferred by dogs. Finally, the pellet form appears to  
be less efficient, given its propensity to be crumbled and 
leave behind powder that the animal cannot consume. 
This characteristic likely also causes nutrients to be lost 
from the diet.

REFERENCES 

1. McCleary BV, Charnock SJ, Rossiter PC, O’Shea MF, Power AM, 
Lloyd RM: Measurement of carbohydrates in grain, feed and food. J  
Sci Food Agric, 86 (11): 1648-1661, 2006. DOI: 10.1002/jsfa.2497

2. Tran QD, Hendriks WH, Van der Poel AFB: Mini-review. Effects of 
extrusion processing on nutrients in dry pet food. J Sci Food Agric, 88  
(9): 1487-1493, 2008. DOI: 10.1002/jsfa.3247

3. Tran QD: Extrusion processing: Effects on dry canine diets. Ph.D. 
Thesis, Wageningen University and Research Centre, Wageningen, the 
Netherlands, 2008.

4. Tran QD, Hendriks WH, Van der Poel AFB: Effects of drying 
temperature and time of a canine diet extruded at a 4 or 8 mm die on 
physical and nutritional quality indicators. Anim Feed Sci Tech, 165, 258- 
264, 2011. DOI: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2011.03.009

5. Riaz MN: Extruders in Food Applications, Washington DC, CRC Press, 
2000.

6. Lankhorst C, Tran QD, Havenaar R, Hendriks WH, Van der Poel 
AFB: The effect of extrusion on the nutritional value of canine diets as  
assessed by in vitro indicators. Anim Feed Sci Tech, 138, 285-297, 2007. DOI: 
10.1016/j.anifeedsci.2006.11.015

7. Singh S, Gamlath S, Wakeling L: Nutritional aspects of food extrusion: 
A review. Int J Food Sci Tech, 42, 916-929, 2007. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-
2621.2006.01309.x

8. Altan A, McCarthy KL, Maskan M: Effect of extrusion cooking on 
functional properties and in vitro starch digestibility of barley-based 
extrudates from fruit and vegetable by-products. J Food Sci, 74, E77-E86, 
2009. DOI: 10.1111/j.1750-3841.2009.01051.x

9. Dust JM, Gajda AM, Flickinger EA, Burkhalter TM, Merchen N R, 
Fahey GC Jr: Extrusion conditions affect chemical composition and in 
vitro digestion of select food ingredients. J Agr Food Chem, 52, 10, 2989-
2996, 2004. DOI: 10.1021/jf049883u

10. Crane SW, Griffin RW, Messent PR: Introduction to Commercial 
Pet Foods. In, Hand MS, Thatcher CD, Remillard RL, Roudebush P (Eds): 
Small Animal Clinical Nutrition. Chapter 3. 4th ed., Walsworth Pulishing 
Company, Missouri, USA, 2000.

11. Hutton J: How to test palatability. Feed Int, 23, 14-17, 2002.

12. Dust JM, Grieshop CM, Parsons CM, Karr-Lilienthal LK, Schasteen  
CS, Quigley JD, Merchen NR, Fahey GC Jr: Chemical composition, 
protein quality, palatability, and digestibility of alternative protein sources 
for dogs. J Anim Sci, 83, 2414-2422, 2005. DOI: 10.2527/2005.83102414x

13. AOAC: Official methods of analysis of AOAC International. 17th edn., 
2nd revision. Association of Analytical Communities. Gaithersburg, MD, 

USA, 2003.

14. NRC: Nutrient Requirements of Dogs and Cats. The National 
Academies Press, Washington DC, 2006.

15. Griffin R: Palatability testing: Lab versus home setting, In, Proceedings. 
Focus on Palatability. Petfood Industry, Chicago, IL, 124-145, 1995.

16. FEDIAF: European Pet Food Industry Federation. Nutritional 
Guidelines for Complete and Complementary Pet Food for Cats and Dogs. 
Brüssel, 2013.

17. İnal Ş: Biyometri. Selçuk Üniversitesi Veteriner Fakültesi, Konya, 2005.

18. Strickling JA, Harmon DL, Dawson KA, Gross KL: Evaluation of 
oligosaccharide addition to dog diets: Influences on nutrient digestion 
and microbial populations. Anim Feed Sci Tech, 86, 205-219, 2000. DOI: 
10.1016/S0377-8401(00)00175-9

19. Eurofins: Food testing news, Carbohydrates testing, Starch; 
Determination of total, resistant, damaged and gelatinized starch and 
maltodextrins. <http://www.carbohydratestesting.com/media/4310564/
starch_testing.pdf> Accessed: April 07, 2016.

20. Murray SM, Patil AR, Fahey Jr GC, Merchen Jr NR, Hughes DM: 
Raw and rendered animal by-products as ingredients in dog diets. J Anim  
Sci, 75, 9, 2497-2505, 1997. DOI: 10.2527/1997.7592497x

21. Bednar GE, Murray SM, Patil AR, Flickinger EA, Merchen NR, 
Fahey Jr GC: Selected animal and plant protein sources affect nutrient 
digestibility and fecal characteristics of ileally cannulated dogs. Arch 
Tierernahr, 53, 127-140, 2000. DOI: 10.1080/17450390009381942

22. Swanson KS, Kuzmuk KN, Schook LB, Fahey GC Jr: Diet affects 
nutrient digestibility, hematology, and serum chemistry of senior and 
weanling dogs. J Anim Sci, 82, 1713-1724, 2004. DOI: 10.2527/2004. 
8261713x

23. Félix AP, Netto MVT, Murakami FY, Brito CBM, Oliveira SG, 
Maiorka A: Digestibility and fecal characteristics of dogs fed with Bacillus 
subtilis in diet. Cienc Rural, 40, 10, 2169-2173, 2010. DOI: 10.1590/S0103-
84782010005000166

24. Zanatta CP, Félix AP, Brito CBM, Murakami F, Sabchuk TT, Oliveira 
SG, Maiorka A: Digestibility of dry extruded food in adult dogs and 
puppies. Arq Bras Med Vet Zootec, 63, 3, 784-787, 2011. DOI: 10.1590/
S0102-09352011000300038

25. Félix AP, Carvalho MP, Alarça LG, Brito CBM, Oliveira SG, Maiorka  
A: Effects of the inclusion of carbohydrates and different soybean meals 
in the diet on palatability, digestibility and faecal characteristics in 
dogs. Anim Feed Sci Tech, 174, 182-189, 2012. DOI: 10.1016/j.anifeedsci. 
2012.03.013

26. Hall JA, Melendez LD, Jewell DE: Using gross energy improves 
metabolizable energy predictive equations for pet foods whereas 
undigested protein and fiber content predict stool quality. PLoS ONE, 8, 1, 
e54405, 2013. DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0054405

27. Dos Reis JS, Zangerônimo MG, Ogoshi RCS, França J, Costa AC, 
Almeida TN, Dos Santos JPF, Pires CP, Chizzotti AF, Leite CAL, Saad 
FMOB: Inclusion of Yucca schidigera extract in diets with different 
protein levels for dogs. Anim Sci J, 87, 8, 1019-1027, 2016. DOI: 10.1111/
asj.12535

28. Muruz H, Kaya İ, Çetinkaya N, Salman M, Atmaca E: The effects 
of diets with different protein contents on growth performance and 
digestibility, and on some ruminal fermentation and blood parameters, 
in Bafra lambs. Kafkas Univ Vet Fak Derg, 23, 939-946, 2017. DOI: 10.9775/
kvfd.2017.18007

29. Brambillasca S, Purtscher F, Britos A, Repetto JL, Cajarville C: 
Digestibility, fecal characteristics, and plasma glucose and urea in dogs 
fed a commercial dog food once or three times daily. Can Vet J, 51, 190-
194, 2010.


