EI0HF4H
20094E 7 B

REESFHE

Acta Ecologiae Animalis Domastici

Vol. 30 No. 4
Jul. 2009

AEPF B RAHGE=IEBER LR

® R, 2]

f!, TIE4R?, G, 48

(LBMBN TREESSER S, R M 450011;2. Wi X EHRIWABAF R £H  462412)

[ E] #108R 28 AMBATHRNBEANLMET KRS % 34,4436 R,4£ 38~41 A
BHEONIHPNEFBYFEE FELBEA ALY KREIOFIOASANBIHEZETFH
XEERFTRIISWH  ATRETREPREARNECRARAS FRAGHFLERAG) 5 £ >
HEZAGEE, SREF, RTRST RAREM L HLLEFREE(P>0.05),

[Xgi7]
[(hEFHE] S811.5

RERAFEHMTXYHMHER, RPARA
XS Fh 22 S 7 B P ET O Bl BR R ER . R
BHERAMOAPMBE RGO ERKEERE. =B
BWE.HEXAMNERRANEEINKIERES
AEMABEMXERENER, AN GHENH
wieEHED, Hi, APMEPASEREN R
FRAEH R . W BRFRXG R FI AR RIE ERRE
W3 07 S B2 RSB T TR E kA R R
ST, LIPS W B MR A AR R B R AT
XA XSRMAF N B E . Bl T HEFTNEAE
B, B RGIEEREHS— S EE, UK AR
M X IH R E TR . Ao 0 3 A % 3R T R XY R ]
PESHFEEERMPII, Rl B, LR
R RRXS 1) B R Fp R AER 2 B IR IR .

1 RS ®

1.1 R

111 X®as MREKEEFRG 268 HEL/K
AL ARG B PY 1L £ 4 R 0 PR P RO R S RIS TS B
1.1.2 #AH 3FHPEHKEIFERBHERAR
BEH, GBIV ERARTRLE, B
FORAEXR G A8 .5% BB A 18 (FEII %
REEMERIARI A=), BLHl B4 1k B 78k
Tt EME K AW 1155 MI/kg, HEBE R

[ EH]  2009-03-24, 45 5 A #9 , 2009-04-27
(e H] WrEHAIFITHXTE (0524050008)

RARG ;P& ; &£ ik hE
[ZRiRiREm] A

[EHE] 1004-5228(2009)04-0029-03

16.8%,45 3.32% , H% B 0. 46 % , BEH 0.32%.
1.2 REigit

1.2.1 REw#Hes i RIBRWKHEFER
EHESR 3K BERETR BRARE.BRAME
B &S, HEHUIRE, ABFBRRIO . PREGRE
FRARLLI S E R /N, £ BH AN RKEG) B
RABEMIRAERRKBERE . REPFERERER).
MXBEREZRSHEAHEE 36 R,3E 108 R,/
XS ERBE R/ RS

1.2.2 #Xa#aes® HBORNE s a sk
ASHEFRRALEBAEFR, ENDBEER 3
R, 885 1248% 01488 BES
A FE R R AR A0 B4R AT R » Bl 1k 45 40 7S ¥ ) B
FFEHNIIEIL. SABYRAERNEFERY
B, BRNEXEMAHARERN 120 g,4 6 : 00,11 ¢ 00
#1118 : 00 3 YiFME.

1.2.3 FEMKHE HX10:00,14 : 00 F 17 : 00
3WWE. SBHNE R ESHIKREMFER.

1.3 MWHH

1.3.1 #EME 4574 268 BB FLUFEBRAXR
M bR I XS B FRE W A P B M T AE,
BB K 4

1.3.2 ZEaz M275 EREMNEIANER
PR EAFTIRE , W 8 & P 6 38 75 Y A B

[VeEfA] Fkid(1962-), 8 , WHMBA, &8, EEH+, FTENFRGEFHEANRARE T4E. E-mail:ykhuang62@sina. com



30 XEBEEDER

H30H

BE, MR 13 d(F 287 HIB).

1.3.3 ~&EaZ TEWiE,ITH 3 Hpansg
KPR HERERE 4 AREH=EE,
1.3.4 #EZ44RaL FZEWRRBINE,ICFE 3 HN
EEBRN=ERTM SR ER  WHE 4 BAK
THHEEBE.,

1.4 Rt EFni s

1.4.1 XegwiE AEBMN 2007511 H10BH
¥iZE 12 A7 HE®R, R 28 d,

1.4.2 ®BikE ARRTEEERNEREOLE
B> B R0 A8 55 347
2 #ER54

2.] AEFARBBHEHTEZNILE

Xt 3 FMEEHE 4 HABRHMNFY>=ERE
gt KGR RE 1. AR 1WTR.3HAR
PEMYKFH-BRRYLEEREZR (P >

0. 05 ), T BH 39 26 B €8 B % ¥ X 1R VAT R 3G 7= R 1 BB
BEBEEW,
2.2 AEPFEBHEHEENER

3 MPENBHAERBHASAREKERTE
. SR NE 2. HEZHFHEITERTUE
H.3MARPEMH SRR FYEKERYEEE
HER(P>0.05), HHAPESGHEEITEN
RSB FERERE B EE N,
2.3 ARAVEBRENEENLR

MEPAIGKEH Y P EERTEITHNT,
HERRFE 3, B3R 30,3 FARFE MGG KFE
WEEZRZEREABE(P>0.05),HARRE
BB EREREMM,
2.4 ARAVEEBHABTSEENLER

£ PG E S YT EEREHRTRIT D,
HERRE 4.

Rl ZHPEABEYBEZNRE

Table 1 Contrast on laying rate of 3 groups in Luohe pock chicken %

38 Color of feather ¥ BE Light pock

#1 §§ Middle pock & Bk Dark pock

SERIP=HH Average laying rate 50. 65641, 171

49.439+1.314 49.606+1. 211

®:-RATEEARFEHERARREZRFABE,. TRR.

Note: Values with same superscript of small letters were not significantly different( P > 0. 05 ) ,the same below,
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Table 2 Contrast on average weight of body among 3 groups in Luohe pock chicken g
Pl Color of feather ¥ Bk Light pock & BE Middle pock % Wk Dark pock
38 A #4 38 weeks 2407134 2420+%35 2510 at31
39 Fj#4 39 weeks 2374439 2408+34 2540130
40 F#4 40 weeks 2443136 2426131 2543132
41 F#% 41 weeks 2440439 2394430 2499429
23 SHPASREHEENLE
Table 3 Contrast on average weight of egg among 3 groups in Luohe pock chicken g

¥ Color of feather B B Light pock

1§k Middle pock YK Dark pock

SEHZEE Average weight of egg 55.61940. 295

54, 92510. 241 55,65210. 403
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Table 4 Contrast on rate of hatchable egg among 3 groups in Luohe pock chicken %

3£ Color of feather ¥ B Light pock

&1 §§ Middle pock &R Bk Dark pock

1 E A # # Rate of hatchable egg 93, 64

94. 05 93.68




FAR M, RF P IR RRAP G A 7 B B L R 31

%43
3 3T ®

3.1 PDEHMGEARABHESRENER
REASEMEEREARS IS REE
EEWEHEMHOEERE. EEREFAALR
MPEHEHERRR KT, REKGETH
AR E A RA T R AEN SRS SIISE, B
BEHTFHABENPESOF —RMAEMHBEAHERE
BRBRA—HAR. B, 28R - REHAH
AEUBE B LBEAN-NEEERR. A&
KRB RTLUE H,3 FERERF S G I8 5
WEFBHETTRAVEER, NEFHLRET
PLYCE 3 ANFREE, A4 B3 R R IR 3 K 0 3% %4
EHANBE,
3.2 EBSEFEHENER
AERBRNEERBEE L 3HBEHE
BISBEE EEA BB ERAVYBNESR,
34 B 7 U VT JOR XY o 3P 6 B 45, R R R B W L A 7
., XE—TBRE LR BT RS ELET I BE
S FEBEAEEBEREROET R RN, &
FHBEERBRTE. BEHSTREPTLES, 4
FECHHR RN, BEESO HESEL, ZER
S EBE IS B HFIE, BREHE R

NERBEARMAEHECAELH ERNEILE
i, XERESFRBROWELRELMEF
MF&EFR, ZRENHT 4 HG8~41 4
B ARPERAEFERE, A ERZHR AR,
R E RIS~ G, WA X LRI
MEM,AHTHE—-SHE.

SEXR:

[1] 485 “RERABS“PEEB”[]]. PEKRAX, 2008, 30
(7):9-11.

(2] MBS, Haeh, EZRM, % FXEFEIM) LT PERL
HihR 3, 1999,14-19,

3] &2 MRABRASFHARSKI] REKXH,2001, 23(2),
3-4,

[4] MM, RE¥.F 0.4 EUFAEARERAERMXE
[1]. FdE e b K44 ,1998,32(3)  189-192,

[5] BEW.& K.EVCGCEBLURSER=FAFRAPGRLEX
MBI Wk KEFIR,1996,14(1) 142-46.

(6] &7 . FHTE. HRAVIEFLZHRARMOI]. #HRREL
K% %31 ,2000,35(2) ;189-193.

[7] Head, KR% . FEH .S ERBEAREC.BES5AEE
KR e m)). A RAM A% %], 2002,30(5):57-
59,

[8] ZHR.EBN.BRE.Z. XUB=ZFARATERES=HMH
mEFll] pEE B, 2007,3(6) 1 41-48.

Contrast of Productive Performance of Hens with Different Feather Color

HUANG Yan-kun!,LIU Jian' , WANG Juan-juan? ,MA Shan-cai’ , HUA Jun'
(i. Zhengzhou College of Animal Husbandry Engineering , Zhengzhou,Henan 450011,China;
2. Henanxingnong Poultry Industry Co. Ltd ,Wuyang ,Henan 462412,China)

Abstract; To realize the realation between feather color and productive performance of Luohe black-
pock hens, 108 breeding hens at 268-day-old were divided into three groups according to feather color, 36 in
every group. Feather color was from deep ,medial to light blackpock. Laying rate, rate of hatchable egg,

body weight and average egg size were determined in every weekend. The results showed three index wasn't

significantly different among 3 groups.

Key words: Luohe blackpock Chicken;feather color;laying performance;body weight



