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Table 1. Effect of hen’s age on hatchability and chick quality.

Broiler Hatchability Chick Weight ~ Water Loss!  Chick Yield? (%) Ref
Breeder Age (%) (9) (%)
(Week)
24-30 81.98+1.1° 39.40+0.3" 11.29+0.3° 68.99+0.2°
31-50 88.44+1.6° 43.9+0.5" 11.77+0.16 68.06+0.4° 1
51+ 79.60+1.6° 48.15+0.5 12.13+0.16° 68.72+0.4°
29 89.81+0.31° 42.3+0.48" 10.33+0.31" -
35 88.37+0.16" 42.1+0.45° 11.6240.21" - 2
59 81.04+0.79" 49.01+0.40" 12.09+0.12° -
30 85.84+2.22"°  Mq0.07+2.04° - M 66.84+0.33
F 39.16+2.00° F 56.05+1.46
45 89.70+0.944° M 44044212 - M 69.20+0.48" 3
ab a
Fa43.67+2.09 F 65.03+1.44
60 83.05+2.22" M 48.03+2.61° - M 70.04+0.06°
a a
Fa797+2.62 F 68.92+1.69
32-34 91.2+1.4°" 44.1+0.08 11.32+0.09™ - 4
48-50 94.3+1.4° 49.1+0.08 11.17+0.09" -

Remark: 1= Jabbar and Ditta (2017), 2= Araujo et al. (2015), 3 = Igbal et al. (2016), 4 = Reis et

al. (1997)

#9 Mean within a column with on common superscript differ significantly (p<0.05)

'Egg’water loss

neuhlddnluiinaginnisagdetminladungundsain 456 Halus vaan1siin nsgaydeun

AlaggnIasil

Full tray weight at setting-Full Tray Weight at Transfetx100

water Loss%=

’Chick yield measure AWIANGATAAL]

[

Full tray weight at Setting-Empty Tray Wight

Weight of chicksx100

Chick Yield %:=
Ege weight



Table 2. Effect of hen’s age on embryonic mortality.

Broiler Embryo dead Embryo dead  Embryo dead DIS! Ref
Breeder Age (0-7 day) (8-14 day) (14-21 day) (%)
(Week) (%) (%) (%)
24-30 3.07+0.3" 1.04+0.13" 3.77+0.4° 7.7+0.4°
31-50 3.46+0.2° 0.53+0.09° 2.58+0.2" 5.1+0.6"
51+ 4.55+0.3 1.0£0.13 3.28+0.4° 9.06+0.6¢
30 3.30+0.6 2.330.6 3.11+0.6 -
45 2.78+0.2 1.89+0.2 2.33+0.2 -
60 3.44+0.6 2.33+0.2 3.67+0.37 -

Remark: 1= Jabbar and Ditta (2017), 2= Igbal et al. (2016)
'Dead in shell (DIS) analysis

MIlATginIsmelaniioasmsNanIsievesgnla tagdeaulunliiinesnungyie
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Table 3.Effect of hen’s age on embryonic mortality.

Broiler Embryo dead Embryo dead  Embryo dead  Embryo dead
Breeder Age (0-4 day) (5-10 day) (11-17 day) (18-21 day)
(Week) (%) (%) (%) (%)
29 2.38° 1.09 1.83 1.46°
35 3.29° 1.64 1.64 0.36°
59 5.47° 0.99 1.61 0.49°

flan: Araujo et al. (2015)
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