QIERSAION

61

UM SHDINZCE MEBH0IR ASLET}

MMM OIX= Hgt

1M B

Fuje] BEFA AgaaE Aol andi
B ) A 5d St Ak wEl glo] 445 thTable
). TN FA AL 2 HAIA l-r°17<1 Sl
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=20 43 o] w4 RalAL} ALzs) ¥H1E 2ealr] o,
3, Ff ABFAY &% 2L Aol 48D &
549719 WA 4T EF AR 0)57) %3
A9 Bk 7 FANE 3G TR AT
5 A7} S glen o] Ale 24 vlgge 2]
A e w13 4 Siek B ol A Aol
o ASEET AAAE PAE Gl & B2 FlolAY
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AFSo] 9127} g HAEA Al e Y AE
7} a8,
2. J[L AREEH MARM A}

b LhEEEA Ak FAL

T T A A A5 434(A, B, C, DE 7))
Ao Agsled Au 3~7dziel AN ARE +9%

o FAFe 2N AA I AFATA A Q3RS FAE
dto] Horch RAMN w71e] ARSA )R] = Aol FAF A
#4902 Hy-Line(Variety Brown)o] 33%7} Z12]3L ISA Brown
o] & F7IRth = AEFA ARSol AL FEH = o] Fo
A ABFA gL 4F AR FA TEeIRD, <18
TRLTE QAR B 71 80] vusl] AmE P Fs 3
7Fet7] ol BARE A A=A 4 A}

Table 1. = 2lgkEd] dley ¢Jalgst
a4 % ‘97 ‘98 ‘99 00 ‘01 02
A 587 555 635 487 599 493
Table 2-1. 2A} ei4d w71e] 22 Aatd 2AL B33
= R A eace AREE 9 F25Y "HAg HH HH g 1k
° TS e /) wlE (wk) A%  ARE =S HF (%) (% 718
% 637t 6AIT
ZFAFEAA 259 618.1 94 65. 4 226.6 ! 91.2
=3 7 13 206.7 8440058 A
& 7A7F 14417
FAFEEB 254 631.9 8.8 66.0 14.5 215 i 86.4 °
° 1913 220,6005=2) AF
& 142 TAFE
ZAFFAC 240 667.9 99 74.0 149 243.6 ! 83.1
Fs 213.6 152,50072) B¢
= 347 12417
ZAERD 243 656.8 84 68.8 103 2582 2073 802 ® 3z 127

224,600572] BHF
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4%, FE2FY, HALE FAARS Y6 dEd 89
© 2 HHAE, HHE 3, B 53-8 52 Table 2-17 2
T}
ZA =3 Al 1, A 2 gEg4y 7 &F
Aol AFsla JE EFEAAEES dlmsied B AyE
Table 2-2, 3, 48} 2t}

Table 2-2. A2 W H 2, 4] AhE o 2ebg B
BEE A nz*

20~35wks 36~50wks 51 wks Total

o o o o
A 86.5 855 693 804 99.0
= 78.0 2.4 535 660 813
R Ty 822 80.9 606 732 901
nEHY 817 87.3 708 812 100

* B &%

Table 2-3. Al o 231, &= Alghs W A3R8 B2}
BE AJH ] v+

20~35wks 36~50wks 51 wks  Total

(%) (%) (%) (%) ol
Ha 87.3 91.8 847 882 949
=R 83.4 88.1 812 837 901
A 852 83.9 83.0 852 917
FFAHE 884 959 932 929 100
* R 33.761-_

Table 2-4. A 1 3L, 24 kg R obr-E BRA X
& Az Har

20~35wks 36~50wks 51 wks  Total

R R S
E 372 398 335 363 870
# = 326 339 27.9 315 753
B 33.4 373 315 336 804
44 439 439 39.5 418 100

T g = RE-8/2/1.03.

"B %

Lt RFAIRIL 47| UKol olkl= BF
=9 SR |A] ¥)%g Al7]o ZH7] 2 FHALe] o=

Hole] ALE(Table 2-5)8 F811 AHF LES ZASIA
& o) FHE zlo)F BAFUANFig 1). o|E2 B A
S273 dHzdd S 9] 97] Wil A B9 Aol
T T2 AR 93 ez AlgHich £5 ohue} o) %
A A= o] Fof AIghEo] MHATNI} FEFE E3F
A& AR FE3H Ade] FAHAEH ol 5471
o] AFoEBAIR FAIT)] € 42 Ao g AlaE
At AALE g FM = 858 BE AFIAE A3t
= AFH 4] ebert ol 4% A& A7)
HYA R RO wA B 7E G ZE oA M-S A4}
sk gich

Table 2-5. |3 ®olg|& A[52] odoks ¥k n|a

A ALZ B A2
9 ol #) (™ HelER)
ge¥ (keal/kg) 2,996 (TMEn) 2,950 (ME)
ZRa (%) 18.45 21.00
224} (%) 3.33 449
Z4HT (%) 342 3.67
38 (%) 5.43 597
A=EZF %) 86.60 88.10
Ca (%) 0.75 1.00
Available P (%) 0.41 0.50
Linoleic acid (%) - 2.03
Methionine (%) 0.37 042
Met+Cys. (%) 0.71 0.79
1200 /
900 /'
~ 1
o — e
o 600 B
" Standard
300
0

1 4 1M 13
28(wk)

Fig 1. $4A Aol mxle 12e) 9%
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Table 3-1. Metabolizable energy and protein levels of
experimental diets
2~6 wk 6~10 wk
Treatments
ME, kcal’kg CP% ME, kcal/ke CP.%
Control 2800 17 2800 15
T1 2800 19 2800 16
T2 2950 17 2900 15
T3 2950 19 2900 16
T4 3050 20 3000 17

Table 3-2. Composition of experimental diets (Phase 1)

. Treatments

Ingredients

Control TI T2 T3 T4
Yellow com 61.14 56.89 68.54 64.99 61.84
Soybean meal 2285 2485 2365 2570 28.80
Com gluten meal 0.45 2.8 1 34 39
Wheat bran 10 10 1.7 0.8
Rice bran 2 2 2 2
Tallow 235
Dicalcium phosphate 14 1.35 1.5 1.5 1.5
Limestone 1.6 1.35 1.05 105 1.05
Salt 0.25 0.25 025 025 025
Choline-chloride (25%) 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Vitamin-E 0.01 0.01 001 001 0.1
Mineral mix’ 0.1 01 01 01 01
Vitamin mix* 0.1 0.1 01 01 0l
Total 100 100 100 100 100

Calculated Analysis

CP, % 17 19 17 19 20
TMEn, keal/kg 2800 2800 2950 2950 3050
Ca, % 0.90 0.90 090 050 090
Avail. P, % 0.40 0.40 040 040 040
Lysine, % 0.80 0.89 080 089 094
Met + Cys, % 0.59 0.66 059 066 0.69

! Mineral mixture provided following nutrients per kg of diet: Fe,

35mg; Zn, 60mg; Mn, 85mg; Cu, 70mg; I, 1.6mg; Se, 0.1mg

Vitamin mixture provided following nutrients per kg of diet:
Vitamin A, 12,000IU; Vitamin Ds, 2,500IU; Vitamin E, 25mg;
Vitamin K3, 0.7mg; Vitamin B,, Img; Vitamin B,, 12mg; Vitamin
B¢, 2mg; Vitamin By;, 0.03mg; Niacin, 35mg; Pantothenic acid,
10mg; Biotin, 0.05mg; Folic acid, 0.5mg; Ethoxyquin, 1,700mg.
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Table 3-3. Composition of experimental diets (Phase II)

Treatments

Ingredients

Control Tl T2 T3 T4
Yellow com 53.60 53.85 6285 63.13 72.08
Soybean meal 1433 1745 1636 19.55 23.89
Com gluten meal - - - - 0.26
Wheat bran 2861 2523 1723 1379 -
Rice bran - - - - -
DIL-Methionine - 0.03 - . 0.14
Dicalcium phosphate  1.64 170 191 197 227
Limestone 1.34 1.28 L17 110 0.88
Salt 034 034 035 035 035
Choline-chloride (25%) 0.03  0.02 0.04 0.02 0.02
Vitamin-E 001 001 001 001 001
Mineral mix' 01 01 01 01 01
Vitamin mix” 01 0l 01 01 01
Total 100 100 100 100 100

Calculated Analysis

CP, % 15 16 15 16 17
TMEn, kcal/kg 2800 2800 2900 2900 3000
Ca, % 080 080 080 080 080
Aviail. P, % 035 035 035 035 035
Lysine, % 056 059 056 059 0.79
Met + Cys, % 049 052 049 052 0.70

! Mineral mixture provided following nutrients per kg of diet: Fe,
35mg; 7Zn, 60mg; Mn, 85mg; Cu, 70mg; I, 1.émg; Se, 0.lmg.

? Vitamin mixture provided following nutrients per kg of diet:
Vitamin A, 12,000IU; Vitamin Ds, 2,500IU; Vitamin E, 25mg;
Vitamin K3, 0.7mg; Vitamin B;, lmg; Vitamin B, 12mg;
Vitamin Bs, 2mg; Vitamin Bj, 0.03mg, Niacin, 35mg;
Pantothenic acid, 10mg; Biotin, 0.05mg; Folic acid, 0.5mg;
Ethoxyquin, 1700mg.

o Zop o oE

1) SAHEE AlzMFEF U Zio| Zolo| DIXI“ et

AlE ojuy R o il al-g ge)ste] Foigl s of S
AMEAHF Y A7) Zold] mXz= Gl digt @JJ@
Table 3-4¢] Jehflc)

A %2 Phase I Z Phase I, 5 7]ZtollA] AL of|HA]
2 g eFEo] F7HE wEl folsAl EFEEAY
(P<0.05) = F7kohe Ao] #AHAJ F9] oviA] +
TETHs @3 58 %9 Tl T3 2 T4 X2 FollA dizx
T wl&] f-eldH ZA o] Fobd thP<0.05). 28 o
WA #ETE 29 T2 A TE diR2Tol vls 4 3ol
o Z7RIAIT, FoE e Jele IFEA AUk



Table 3-4. Effects of dietary energy and protein levels on weight gain, feed intake and shank length of egg breeder pullets

Control T1 T2 T3 T4

Phase I

BW gain, g/bird 338+6.77° 378+7.54° 352+13.49° 381+4.73* 382+1.93°

Feed intake, g/bird 964+1.19" 999-+0.84° 920+ 125° 969+1.32% 937+1.14%

Shark length, cm 6.5410.08° 6.70+0.04° 6.64+ 0.04™ 6.79+0.03* 6.75+0.03°
Phase [I

BW gain, g/bird 407+10.46° 6424+9.71° 408+20.24° 420+7.40° 442+6.34°

Feed intake, g/bird 1467+ 0.77 1488+0.54 1421+ 1.08 1421+ 1.46 1388+0.36

** Means+SE within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly(P<0.05).

ALRAHFE Phase [ A= A Fi0] Aoz
wotd diz7e T1 JBTed  fedtA Frleistt
(P<0.05). Phase Mol 2] 7-2to] AEAH Fe] Aol
VehR] gigkot, AL WA 3] F7heh 3 B
Ze ta Zaste dart AT

Abg oA e} Bl A il SIHge whek A be] 4
ol M= 2] 3 Aol 7} = A THP<0.05). oAjidA] o} T
4g 2o] g £ T3 2 T4 ATl e thzTol wig 4
7ol Zol7t frelstAl FI1etTi(P<0.05). A7do] Holgl
A9 AR ] AR pEd mE JFEc) Gl =5
2 e Gl v 2 Aoz vyt

£ A7 e Am o vz 2 el o] T
of wa} ZAFo] FelstA E kA e FrleE A
£ ERRATE Leeson 5(1993)2 AHehA] 243 Holy] A}
29 oA PAS 2,500 kealkge} 18%olA] 3,000
keal/kgs) 21.6%3 91 A 2]l 4043 ] AlFo] fof5t
Al Eoldth= d3E B 1811, Newcombe$} Summe-
15(1985)= Leghome FAI&F AollA] UA] +F& 2,480
keal/kgell 4] 3,100 kealkg© 2 F7HMAZ S of ®olale] 47
o] 29% MAFY L stk EH g Berg $(1963)7}
Keshavarz(1998)€ A2l olUA)9] F7tel] tigk S 6k
o] gich= A7 A2 Busigrh B A7 547
FA ] A oA e i vhgErhs dad
e T w2 dFgo] o E A= etk

A wolglolA B AR W oAuiA 52,750
kealkg)oll A @A Zb2t 13.5% 15.5% 39 AlRS
FAg A7 FA e Aele el ggkrl(Lilbum
2} Smith, 1987). 22} ARt o g AR ff i 45T
7ol Ao AAVAE Vehdths AT ZAH7) thgelth

(Leeson¥} Summers, 1982; 1984b). Husseinz} Johnson(1996)
A whild o] EL AMRE FAT o) 145 AlF
o] feshAl ¥ Eta e, ol B d79 A 4
A7} 7 dXste Aol

B Aol A Phase 17]3F Folls A WA ALRE F
@ Aol A AmAdF "ol st S8 (P<0.05),
Phase Oollxle Ael7gtll & o]zl vleh}x] @il
Fullere} Chaney(1974), Wolf $(1969)}& %4 7|7t Z <17
Tl ¥ AsE FAgE O AsAAH Rl feldA F
7}elcte AAE Rauslgoh tlZ=2 o8 Berg S(1963)2
AtE] oAA] o] FA B AR F R ZA d%ES
n)x)A] gskeka st

Phase | ol A= AR ] @A $F0] F71E] o=k A
Z¥ol Aol AA] felskAl 7 eAHP<0.05) 5713k A
o] #2A= A} o[22 Lesson} Summers(1979; 1984a)7} 1L
WA AR FAPE 9 ATl FrrEe wEk G 7o)
do|x Frtghhe Bust & YRsh= Aotk £ AT
A ZARE FAAE A7t dols TAAY AMF Ftl
‘d&dte A7t AARRATE mheba NRC AFFRETH(1994)
oflA] Phasel @} Phasell<] o)z 2 ohila g5l
2,800 keal/kg, 17%%} 2,800 kealkg, 15%, 2]51 24|54} A
A4=E(Hy-Line Variety Brown, 2000)¢1 3,050 kcalkg, 20%2};
3,000 kealkg, 17%% 2 d-7-o] Z3}2} H)|7E o Phase [ ol
Ae duR|e} gl £ES NRC(1994)L7#R}h 31
ZAZA AR PEET 2 A 2,800-2,950 kealkg,
il 19% A= T377F S22 7V ZEe s
037, Phase [T A= T3, = o 4] 2,800~2,950 kealkg, &
92 16% Fo] 7P $457] wole] ddo) 717 Agst

ojokszto]l Aoz VERT)
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2) ZZeo| Ho|, Zak, mf 25 9l ZZ Ul 3
2kol| o)X= A&

Table 3-5¢]4= AFE W o] R @il Sgo] st
AFo o], 5%, 43 W 38 ¥ H 4F o A=
)X Gl i3t AHE BAERC

73E9] Zol el g Al W offx] 2 T
FEE FMNZ RE ATN fedstAl FrkeAY
(P<0.05) Z7}ehe= A ES Uehdc) B3E S 7
ALt 277} ARG =W, AR W A EEohe g
A 9] Zvtol wh2 Gl o WEsHA vEbgh ol
Aot TlA ol 7b wE T4 )Pl E thx27o
T2 AT wls] AZ FHol HelsA Foresch
(P<0.05). 53] A& £ A HE7I 5ok FA 5w
o) AR o] velsitt g Ol 3% -2 T4 A=
TN 7HF E=otom, T2 Z T3 Ag oA x 2l H
3 A= | 3§ gkl fodsiAl FrleeP<0.05) A7t
A=Y AF g Aol e T4 A2 F7F T2 AT
ol ¥3 Foj &t (P<0.05) Zhom, ALR f ThlE Fo]
AYACR =9hd T2, T3 2 T4 Al To) M F7tele A
& B39t

o] sy 7}=(Ruffe} Hughes, 1985)$} 8% &K Garlich
B> 1982)2 thelst AL A Al lojA] AL FHlE o
25l AF/ 2 £ Yrk B A7 E T2, T3 2 T4 A€
TFAME AZ U HE S 239 s A=e] 283
Zrbete 492 #3d ¢ Ut 58 23] T A
F W 2 Egeko] A o] S uhet folF R
S7FHe Ae AR W DA o] FoldLrE Z4 A
719 AF U 3EFHo] 7MY Lessonw} Summers
(1984a)2] el 2 AX o= A} ARz 23
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7w 33 FETE BolAe 4 43R0 F7H M
AZ ZAYEER SV ek Ae] vuhsith £ A9 2%
5 oo 2 AnE o Al= W] oA R 2d 5] 3
Fof| n)A= JEE NRC (1994) 87 Sl S2FA &
qAael B $EEG 2 FANL £E JY5Fo]
Age oo AL Foz AAHrt. 24 ol 42
e dF A A e B Aed vAe S o
e T2 Axumrl Jx|THRuffe} Hughes, 1985;
Watkins 2} Southern, 1992), §-41712] A% & AZFe] 4=
o) fAll g AT Aihe 2 BX Stk a2lm iy
F 2 oA o] FA7] A FHA 42 A
i & o A2 2e 2w AndAd diM s Zd
S A7t Ha8¥ Zo= Alwdnh

3) MFE FaEd olxls HE

Atz oA o DA g delslie] Feige of = A
% FA=e] vix e Gl e A37F Fig 29 Jehifd
ok,

ArE dx 2 e 2R Foto) niet A Fd
%7} Phase 1 713t Folle tl&79) T1 M7y A7 &
AE7} Tha kAT Phase T 717H2) AF vhx 2 1055)
Atg] ofiuA] B Sl gfo] sk wUE T4 AEP7T
o}z el 7o vj&l 43 FdEr)t vlnd & ez v
el At At felg & Aole AREHA @t of
A3R= Anonymous (1998)= 5-8-FA0A Alg W ad
g F7AE W AT #dEst e @ B e
Petitte 5(1981)°] E3:%t 1Ll =tejrb 1A|2, Kesh-
avarz(1998)2] 8F H8A4 WoleldlA §47] Az
Wz g gl egEol Al A TUEe 9% A

Table 3-5. Effect of dietary energy and protein levels on tibia length, weight, ash content, and bone strength of tibia of egg breeder

pullets
Control T1 T2 T3 T4
Tibia Jepgth, cm 9.14£0.09° 9.48+0.09" 9.21+0.07 9.41+0.10% 9.74:0.09"
Tibia weight, g 5324007 6.01+0.18* 5.59+0.12% 596+0.19" 6.35+0.17
Tibia ash content, g 4.01+0,03° 4.25+0.22% 4.68+0.12° 4.78+0.17" 501+0.17
Bone strength, N 106.3£4.19% 101.2+1.07° 112.0+°5.64" 115.6+2.46" 1183+8.38"

*4 Means+SE within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05).
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Fig. 2. Effect of dietary energy and protein levels on the flock
uniformity of egg breeder pullets.

gertn BRag 2oe fARIT & ¥ dpdas AR
W ooluA] R el ] U AR fdRde & o
&g | AA] g, AFE W oA 2 ehildd) g E’l
9] Zol7t FEFA L ABFAY FHAQ AelA 7]
dsteAs $H5A vk

dutzdio s A% AdzE A9 FFAF Bl
10% el E3HsE= A9 vE=2A depfed, Aoz
80% ol 4L o T Aol o] FolR Aoz Fgri(Hy-
Line Variety Brown, 2000). S4713t & AlTe] TLEE °
Fol AF7I1Ze] & QA FEFES A w7
(Keshavarz, 1998), SA41717t ¢ TUEE A #4131
Zo| Fasich. aeut ]4371% F9] Aol vi¢ Wt
oA FLEE §435}7]7) oJF$H, AZIA = AR
AF pEvel BAE £33 WA AA gk mEbN &
77 2] AR IS 1-:0]7] S A= oAl A,

£3] A1R ] oA L wlE 3o st vre 5& ko
EE T B o ZAAE o848 A7AQ AlEEE

B8 Y 8ot & Aoz Pz

4. &12t712) HOIX| L AT dakdol
Oixl= A&

7t AEHAA|

Table 4-1. The experimental design

Treatments  No. of bird  Stock density, Cage size, cm
per cage em’/bird  Width  Depth
T1 32, $(20) 980 240 920
T2 3(2). £(20) 735 180 9%
T3 3(2), £(20) 640 156 %0
T4 2(2), £(20) 560 137 90

Table 4-2, Formula and chemical composition of the experimen:

tal diet
Items Content
Ingredients %
Yellow com 68.43
Soybean meal(44%) 5.00
Soybean meal(48%) 10.60
Com gluten meal 4.00
Animal fat . 1.50
Dicalcium phosphate 0.90
Limestone 8.80
Salt 0.23
Choline-chloride(25%) 0.20
Lysine HCl 0.05
DL-methionine(98%) 0.03
Vitamin mix' 0.10
Mineral mix’ 0.10
Antifungal agent 0.05
Total 100.00
Calculated Analysis
Crude protein 15.00 %
Ether extract 450 %
Ca 3.50 %
Available P 025 %
Total Lysine 0.69 %
Met + Cys 0.60 %
TMEn 2,900 kecal/kg

! Mineral mixture provided following nutrients per kg of diet:
Fe, 40mg; Zn, 65mg; Mn, 87mg; Cu, 66mg; I, 1.5mg; Se,
0.1mg.

? Vitamin mixture provided following nutrients per kg of diet:
Vitamin A, 11,000IU; Vitamin D;, 2,250IU; Vitamin E, 11mg;
Vitamin K;, 0.6mg; Vitamin B;,, img; Vitamin B;, 10mg;
Vitamin Bs, lmg; Vitamin Bz, 0.02mg; Niacin, 32.5mg;
Pantothenic acid, 10mg; Biotin, 0.03mg; Folic acid, 0.5mg;
Ethoxyquin, 1650mg.
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Ao)x] W ARSE =) AbgA 2 AR, AEE, ¢
Z 9 QP )X A3 thet AFHE Table 4-39]
yengich A 713kl AA Atz ghe A3t Aolz}
gle Aoz vl

Davami 5(1987)2 AFSLEZE 4% 420 om’, 300 e’ 4
o2 IS o MEHHTFL ASEET W2 420
cm*/bird A2} TlA] G2 AP<0.05) B2 ATHE VR
it} 9k, Roush S(1984)2 AFSUES 4= 516 om’, 387
om® @ 310 em® =08 S-S ) wlF Al A FEL ALS
97t 7B 28 310 em¥bid A Fe)A SFHAIP<
0.01) ¥ 272 Vel ﬁ,}%‘i, Okpokho F(1987)2 At
SATS 5 580 ony’, 464 cm” R 348 e’ FELCZ 5G]
& o AlRARY AREEL ALt GolE VERX

ok BT oA AFS RS 2§ ARgA D T
F) e 43 ATAEE) AR} Aol ol
= Aolx Z3 yol, AT 27 L AHSYUE 45, 220
Fol7] WA 57 2L AL 279 Aold] o Ao A
et 2 4PN ADE ARARZ Aol7h Yeix) ¢
o Ae 4% AEA0] ABE AR W ALgRA ¥
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AR e Frlel o) fREde] gol TS AR
AF Fo] F71THe Hughes (1980)9] A7Rzohe @2
B AgeAE ASEEY Sl -‘lli'sﬂ FEREYo] Bol T
At Sl = Bt AARMHA TS ARty Aelg v
R4 efe A7} FRAHAEE, o2 2 FAAS
9] 4% 87 Fol7] B4H 25Fo] AFHUAL, +5
el X 2 A T2 A ATTFe] 15~20
TollME 45%, 10CHAA = 53%, 22 1. 5TAA T 67%9] A}
o]7} WA B}E T} Richards (1976)9] AR oA ¢} Zho]
B ABL g8k 125 592 Heat stress7} HAE & gl
o EHol meololN SR £2 &L A FL )

A el FAFabae] zpol7t AA LA st AtRAH Tl 2t
o7t viEhAA] 2 AR AlRdETh

A7 dA kg, 3F aEln 44t
gJzte] Fol7t gl AR ekl

&= 2] Ao|A AFFUEE 4% 736 cm’9} 900 em’
FFEo 2 39S ), g2 A=t Aol & vehlA &
ebeE Campos $(1973)8] dTEIE & A Ane} FAF
& Aot} B &e] B dFe A7t FE5AET 44 &
& NAFAE gz Su7lel £ YU o) 560 e’
ol ol A= A& AolE UehlA] §Ud AR AR
},

pid

Table 4-3. Effects of stocking density on feed intake, egg production, egg weight and egg mass of egg-type breeder layers” *

Items T1 T2 T3 T4
Feed intake, g/d/bird
l1to 6wk 105.6£1.5 104.4£0.7 105.7£1.0 104.1+1.8
7 to 12 wk 98.1+25 96.11+2.1 974129 97.9+4.2
1 to 12 wk 101.9+2.1 100.2+2.1 101.6+2.3 101.0£2.5
Egg production rate, %
[to 6wk 85.2+08 83.7+£08 85.0£15 86.8+0.9
7 to 12 wk 75.5£1.6 723+1.1 73.2+1.5 73.8£25
1to 12 wk 80.3+1.7 78.0£1.8 79.1£2.0 80323
Egp weight, g
1to 6wk 58.7+0.2 58.7+0.1 589+03 59.1+0.1
7 to 12 wk 583£05 59.5+0.5 59.5403 59.0+04
1to 12 wk 58.5+0.3 59.1£0.3 59.2+£0.2 59.0+0.2
Egg mass, g/d/bird
1to 6wk 50.0£0.5 49.1+0.5 50.1£09 51.3+0.5
7 to 12 wk 44.0+£0.8 433109 43.8+08 43.6+1.9
1 to 12 wk 47.0x+1.0 46.2+1.0 46,91+1.1 474+1.5

! Values are means+SE.

2 T1=980cmbird; T2=735cm’/bird; T3=640cm’/bird; T4=560cm’/bird.
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B A dEa) dadade gloj T A2t BAE
felAdo] i) o= AFSFAET} m-$ =L A AelA)
AREA] ARSE =) \d 3ol BA]E ko] A3 Rt o}
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Davami $(1987) AFEA =2 S 420 om’, 300 cm” <
Zo# YL u Y22 ASEEs) o B2 300 cm’/bird
Aol F-e]elAl(P<0.05) Freld s 23E Vel

o1, Roush 5(1984)& A-SA 5 Z 45 516 cm’, 387 cm’
2 310 em® $E0 2 FYL o) UF e nE A7t £
g zte)7) gtk d3E JepRdc) Okpokho S{(1987)
L2 AR EE 2= 580 cm’, 464 cm” T 348 om” o B
& o E5-2 Aol Aolrt gz, DAL ALS
Uwsl 7 Re 580 em’bird A TOlA felEHA(P<
0.05) ¥ 475 el

o213 AAA oA ALSRE o F 1 Aol 1A
= Gl g A7) e B AT 4heA| o AhekE
A A 27e] B BAo] wj th2y, T3 ARYER dF
& Alolg YepdE & 4 St a8u AREAE TAIA

2 sl 3 9 Jawad g8l 9ok 49 d7sast
R dAolm, Fol719 AolA) P ol9)] thE AU
JQAEE ¢ Aol 93-E vl 4 glevz b ity
of g Hast o= 3] felMe & o vEHoln
718l 977 298 Ao =E AlgHch

Table 4-4. Effects of stocking density on eggshell strength, eggshell

2) L}g ol L}?LQ

Aol AW AlSL=r} AgEAle] a2 b n)x)
£ gl tigt A= Table 440 Jehligic) e &
A 2 U ES} dAFA A ARSEE Sl wE
WAz A2)zkel f927F Jehx €tk

Meunier-salaun  5(1984)2 AFSUXEEZ 10 birdsm’, 5
birds/m2, 3.3 birds/m’ $=F 02 344L w W75 A
2J3te] folzrt vehdA ggictka sidelh 2 gz
AR E fFEE 2EEIEE W dztseA A=zt #
AAE ViEhA] @giths Held d7Anst fAIA T,
A A7e} B Ao AMLE ALSAE 5o AXF
Aol B Ko, YZARTE Hrigk A7)t £E3517] w2
W7z gt A& WUl S)7) olel g Ao=E AR
ok

W EAlE AE 7~12 Fo| 3loA] 640 cm/bird 7t H-
9| H 2 2(P<0.05) W FXF HERIA T, AA= 2
Br1zte2 B o A A7k AelE JYehdA

Lee (1989) A} =2 0.40m/bird=} 0.29m?/bird 320

Z 9L o) Y45 E 040m7bird 2] 7o) A Gl SHAP
<0.05) E¥tia sk3A]q, Hill ¥ Hunt (1978)= ARSI
2 310 cm’/bird, 387 cm’/bird, 464 cm’/bird SFE 0 2 F19-L
m A28 F5EAE AL 7T 7S %L 310 em’/bid
277} B2 ATl w3 fd AP <0.05) Edhokn 3
9t} 89, Davami S(1987)& ALSEEE 420 embirds}

thickness, Haugh unit of egg-type breeder layers'

Items T1 12 T3 T4

Eggshell strength, kg/em®

1o 6wk 35102 34102 3.1£03 33203

7 to 12 wk 3.2+0.] 3.2+0.1 3.0+0.1 33201

1 to 12 wk 34401 3.3x0.1 3.0x0.2 33201
Eggshell thickness, 0.01lmm

lto 6wk 34.8+0.8 343108 332+1.1 341£13

7 to 12 wk 35.1+0.5° 34.5£0.1° 332403 34540.2°

I to 12 wk 35.0+04 344403 332405 343106
Haugh unit

1to 6wk 792x1.0 71.7£02 79.0£0.2 80.5+0.8

7 to 12 wk 825+1.1 79.1£12 820x+13 829+13

1to 12 wk 80.9+1.0 78.4x0.6 80.5+£0.9 81709

*» Mean+SE within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05).
' T1 =980cmbird; T2 ="735cm’/bird; T3 = 640cm’/bird; T4 = 560cm’/bird.
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B AgdA veld 2o giald £ o wkEARl T2
213 oo & AR AlFEr)

AFe] AMEE EHse AFEA ol&HL jlE
Haugh unite]l oM E RE Agzte] Ao|@E LAY +
ek

Lee (1989)% AFS R LS 17 birds/0.40m’, 17 birds/0.29m’
FFo 2 5198 o Y E 17 birds/0.29m” 2] 77} E-&
F2E JeR ot AZzke] Foxbe vehdA skt
3 steic}. E3F Davami £(1987)% AU EE 420 cm’/bird
o} 300 em’/bird $E 0.2 819S W AFSUEE dEo) 9F
S n)AR dgkvhn B usig. o)4de] A¥ ATk & 42
oA AGEE 20] AT Afelg BEARE 4 Ao
E fARHA vebget. £ A3 d7e B 2] AR
= #EET M GAE g Eeta X3S Aol e
VIR @skem 2 ASY e w2} Haugh unito] §8F&
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3) Mg Y F&Ed 0|X=

Table 4-59 AR | AL E 5 &7t 4dEA 9
244 2 2Egd n|X)E P Ui 29E YERATH
388 A 713t AR A7) Aol7} e tA] B3t
o, 23182 AAFHQ AAr|zte g B o ARSLEr} Tt
ol wel 2Hadls A ge] AR AR Aol
e Aoz Vebdth

Campos (1973)& 4% 736 om™( 4 1:98)<} 900 em’( 4 1:
210)9] ALV =T} SE8FA Q] 774 &l A= G
& zAet e, H S ARSE R 93 Aejte] Aol
2 JehlA ghstor, T3 Bhagwate} Craig(1975)& 7]
#] %°](40 vs 80 cm)S} AHEE (560 vs 1130 om’/bird)7} 4%
&2 9 38 vA e dFe AR EY, Al =
olgl ARSI R FH BF 7 &0l F @ Aol UERHA]
vt w stk ol g A Ao B AN ASRE
7} 3 8ol FEE PIRA @givhs Ao vLskAT A
2e] A 5 9 A8 drdAe] Aule18:s5e, fhe
8, $1:$10)7 ¥ 2] A4 8(28:20%) Zto] Aol E W
WAL, A% A71E 15:1097} 28:208 08 AL o
A&l #28(P<0.05) AolE Btk Adams F(1978)°]
A v)Fo] B wf o daje tisiA Fge e

Table 4-5. Effects of stocking density on fertility and hatch- ability of egg-type breeder layers" *

Items T1 T2 T3 T4

Fertility, %

1to 6wk 88.613.2 88.612.6 85.1£3.1 89.1£3.1
7 to 12 wk 86.3109 86.811.2 85.1+17 90.8+0.9
1to 12 wk 87.4x1.6 877%13 85.1*1.6 899*15
Hatchability, %

1to 6wk 91.6+2.8 93.0t1.6 93.5%£1.6 920t14
7 to 12 wk 86.612.5 83.912.9 82.1£0.9 794+3.4
11to 12 wk 89.1xX2.0 88.5+25 878127 857+33

! Values are means+SE.
2 11 = 980cm®/bird; T2 = 735cm’/bird;
T3 = 640cm>bird; T4 = 560cm’/bird.

Table 4-6. Effects of stocking density on the scores of plumage condition of egg-type breeder layers'

Item T1

T2 - T3 T4

Feather score 13.2+0.3"

12440.1%

11.8+0.3° 10.8+0.4°

*® Mean+SE within a row with no common superscripts differ significantly(P<0.01).

' T1 =980cm’/bird; T2 =735cm’/bird;
T3 = 640cm’/bird; T4 = 560cm’/bird.



70

87] olelg Aow Amdrh

Aol ) ASUE 452 BeSIRe W 58 A
A9 B ASWES} Bl ) gaeke Aol
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At

Quart9} Adams(1982):= <Al A #Ao]x] B el(shallow,
deep), Fo|7] ©A(30.5 cm, 50.8) 12] 1 ARST (387 cm”/
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o] Heje} Fol7] WAL $= Aduld &L vHA] &
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BAE A

ND aH| 7= ALY Er) 71 =L 560 em’/bird A
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W57} ) B 6407} 560 cmbird 3] Tl sA e &
2 el dig #33¢ Aot velden, AT W 2
AAEZRE =T 2] +F(feather pecking)el] ojg+ 5
A 37t | Bo] TAE AE A3t L Ay 2EH A~
F5o| F7)s 3, vlo|2l 20} 22 gelol e gk A
ZAiE H98A0] Aatgogn TSHog A Y&
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SRR, B 2ol ©]-89 ND 2 1B A7) grew A
Ef & e 7Y £ glon, AT AU R ot
£ 2E# 238 /1 o vedst A7E A0} AlAE 1 ik
2 9, Cravener £(1992)2 7538 {4 FAI8t 4%
g AFAA ASEETL SVl o2} HL ratior} 718}
At st3AR|RE, Pattersone} Siegel(1998)2 A1&A|e] 75
AR 571 HL natioo]] & XA @sitha Al
Akl oy, 2] SEE a7l 95 SA A
AR Ed] o8 22~ AFR P FAE Hrlsks A
ol 7V Ase 4 Urkekn HashglthHeckert 5, 2002).
2 g TAG AEFA N ARFET 9§ AEHA
£ Brlst FugEde] glo] o] & WIS )

Table 4-7. Effects of stocking density on serum ND and IB antibody titers of egg-type breeder Jayers'

Items Tl T2 T3 T4
ND antibody titers, log’ 10240.6 10.6+0.6 10.7£03 92402
IB antibody titers, log® 86+04 73405 63104 6.3+04°

*® Mean+SE within a row with no common superseripts differ significantly (P<0.03).

! T1=980cm®bird; T2 = 735cm’/bird;
T3 = 640cm’/bird: T4 = 560cm7/bird.
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