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Addo et al. (2018) wurszezalumsiAvsnuily 1, 3, 7, 10 waz 14 Ju figungdl 18
parLwaLdua AT UEUTMS 60 — 65 % lufluasenisilnoan (Table 1) dsliaonndasiuna
MsAnwIves Ebeid et al. (2016) finuiiszeznatlumsiiudnwle 4 way 10 Yu ﬁqmmﬁ 17 291
waldud AnuAuduRNg 75 % dnadenisiinesnuanansiudasrezian 4 u d8nsinisilnesn
wnnlefiiu 10 Yu (Table 2) Fedonndasiunanisanyues Khan et al. (2013) inuinszoziian
Tunsiiusnela 0, 2, 3, 4, 6 waz 8 Ju ﬁqmmﬁ 16 peFAEE ANUTUSEING 78 % finarens
fineonuansneiu Tnesseziian 0 - 3 Ju Sdnsinisilneenuinnilefiivlusseziian 4 - 8 Yu
(Table 3) Ssorafntudesandnfvlidusssznanuldaniomsgydot Tewuinniulyd
s¥ugiaan 10 Ju In1sgayided 2.91% nsgayidsihanwesldasyinliieadandseulusiadls
2RULENSDAY (Addo et al,, 2018) 31nNSANWIVBY Hamidu et al. (2011) wuinasiduluduszey
AU IUENTNAITBIAMNNYBIRIBOU ARTIUIULAATDIFIBOU LalfiunSANeTeILaaTeq
fagou lnomsiiulaseiin 14 Ju wadsseuazae 31.82 + 2.13 % dunnnidleiuldseiln 4 Yu
Aiflwadane 18.83 = 2.15 (P < 0.0001) Insazanasesaunndiaiuluiu 4 Ju
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Addo et al. (2018) WuInszeziantunIsiAusne e 1, 3, 7, 10 way 14 U JnanednsInIg
nanAnlluAnAasy WASRsININENRAELANASTULIN naRe SasnsnauRadleiuleld 1
Su waz 16 Ju Wi 96.67 uaz 40.00 % MudRU (Table 1) Jsaenndasiunansineives Ebeid
et al. (2016) inurnszeziiatlunisiusneils 4 was 10 Ju lddnasesnsinisnaufin (Table 2)
WuiieatuRansAnwIves Khan et al. (2013) finuiszezianlunsiiuinwils 0, 2, 3, 4, 6 uaz 8
$u lalfinaresnsinisnandn (Table 3) Miazfiuldnnunnaswes Addo et al. (2018) 819LAna7N
Aeunaaedeulununnasigs e lrliifunsunndsssninsngumaass eeslsinu {33
lailes1earuan SEM 989aunaand

Table 1 Effect of storage duration on fertility hatchability and chick quality of eggs

chick quality

Storage Fertility ~Hatchability — Chick weight  Chick length Chick shank length
duration (%) (%) (9) (cm) (cm)
Day of Storage
1 96.67 70.00 35.21 (42) 15.74 (42) 1.66% (42)
3 91.67 79.83 36.47 (48) 15.34 (48) 1.60° (48)
7 86.67 71.67 35.30 (43) 15.99 (43) 1.61° (43)
10 61.67 38.34 35.32(23) 15.43 (23) 1.59° (23)
14 40.00 25.00 36.59 (15) 15.34 (15) 1.56° (15)
SEM - - 0.4798 0.249 0.0136
P-values 0.1444 0.1444 0.0825 0.3724 <0.0001

*P Different letters indicate significant (p<0.05) differences among means in the same
column, SEM: Standard error of mean
w1 : Addo et al. (2018)

Table 2 Effect of egg storage time on fertility chick weight and hatchability

Storage duration Fertility (%) Hatchability (%) chick weight (g)
Day of Storage
a4 91.24 81.75° 28.78
10 90.77 75.80° 28.47
SEM 0.76 1.26 0.09
Significance NS * NS

®: Means within columns with no common superscript differ significantly (P < 0.05).
111: Ebeid et al. (2016)



Table 3 Effect of egg storage on fertility hatchability and hatchling weight of Fayoumi eggs

Storage duration  Fertility (%) Hatchability (%) Embryonic mortality (%) Hatchling weight (g)

fwk 2@ wk 39wk

Day of Storage

0 86.00 75.75° 2.0 2.3¢ 3.7° 26.33 + 0.99°
2 86.00 71.31° 2.8° 2.8° 5.95¢ 25.00 + 1.00°
3 86.37 66.06° 5.2¢ 517 7.5%¢ 24.98 + 0.97°
il 86.27 49.79° 10.9°  10.5%°  9.9%¢ 24.50 + 0.96°
6 84.65 10.40° 36.3° 137 98¢ 23.97 + 0.89¢
8 85.16 9.09° 47.4%° 166°  16.7° 23.64 + 0.87°

*b< pifferent letters indicate significant (p<0.05)
11 : Khan et al. (2013)
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Addo et al. (2018) Tdszaziiailunisiiusnwley 1, 3, 7, 10 uaz 14 Ju Inaseaiiueiudignla
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Khan et al. (2013) wuinszezarlunisiiusnwla 0, 2, 3, 4, 6 uaz 8 Ju (Table 3) finase
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