[image: image1.png]W light (1.3% +0. 3%) was significantly lower (P<C0.05) than those in other lights from 19 to

36 weeks. The cracked egg percentage and the soft-shell percentage were not significant differ-

ence in all light groups from 37 to 52 weeks respectively. These results showed that the egg produc-

tion and feed conversion rate would be increased in laying hens when who was illuminated with either

blue light in early experimental stage or W light in latter experimental stage under 15 Ix light intensity.
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Table 1 Effect of monochromatic light on egg production performance of Iaying hens from 19 to 36 week

19—38 J& # 19—36 week

FE Light sources

1 White & Blue 1 Red 2 Green
FF= A #& Age at first egg 13810, 23 136£0. 16 137=0.21 135£0. 21
77 #5083 (i ) Peak egg production period 23—29 23— 2231
BB+ Laying peak/ % 97.1=1.3" 98,21, 1" 99.4=0. 8"
~E# Laying rate/ 1 3.1=1.1" 86.8=0. 3 82.540.7"
FHEE Average egg size/g 57.0£0.47° 56.5=0.13"  56.6=0.52
B &8 Ege mass/g 46.540.79" 47.740. 34 45,040, 28" 45.640.49"
A& E Feed intake/g 10.7£1.61*  11L0£1.0§  111.2=0.7%° 113, 1£0.38
HEL FCR/ (g/®) 2.8340. 05 2.75=0.07" 2.94=0,04*  2.93=0,02*
BEE Cracked egg percentoge/ % 1.8=0.6* 2.140.4 2.3=0.9¢ 1.8=0.3
BEE Soft-shell percentage/ % 1.3=0.3" 2440, 2 2.640.7 2, 60.2°

ER—FH, DEFRNAEFRRMERTE 05 M 0.0l LAFEREE. RPRBHTYBELIMER. T

Different letters in the same row show the difference at significant level. The lowercase and capital letters shows difference at

0.05 and 0. 01 level. Values are given as mean = SE. The same as below
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Table 2 Effect of monochromatic light on egg performance of laying hens from 37 to 52 week

3752 [& W 37— 52week

¥ Light sources

B White & Blue 4T Red 2 Green
®EE Laying rate/ % 91,340, 2 89.0=0. 8" 91.9=0. 7" 88.840. 7"
THHBE Average egg size/g 65.4=0.31 63.3=1.2% 62.3+0.56" 64, 1+0.6%
A& R Egg mass/g 59,00 74" 56. 410, 36" 55.7=1.1" 5624014
BRARR Feed intake/g 122.740. 55 120.240.30%% 115,942 7™ 124.7+0. 60
HEW FCR/ (/) 2.1=0,04" 2.3=0.05%* 2.2=0.06™ 2.340. 06
B E Cracked egg percentage/ % 0.8+0. 1" 0.540.3° 0.74£0.3"
HE 4 Soft-shell percentage’ % 0.6+0. 2 0.00+0° 0.4%0.1°
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