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Abstract
ding period. [ Method] 200 Hyline white-feather laying chicken were divided into 4 groups(L,, L,, L,, L,)according to light intensity. The

[ Objective ] To study the effects of different light intensity on feather-pecking behavior and skin injury of laying hens during broo-

light intensity in L, ,L,,L, L, groups was 5,10,15,20 Ix respectively. During the 4" —6" week , the feather-pecking behaviors and skin injury
of laying hens in each group were observed and recorded ,and the skin injury situations were scored. [ Result] The injuryed skin parts of laying
hens were mainly tail (44.02% ) ,back(20.88% )and head(15.73% ). The skin injury score of laying hens druing brooding period showed an

increasing trend with the increase of light intensity. But the injury of skin was little. [ Conclusion] The research results can lay the foundation

for reducing feather-pecking behaviors from the aspect of light in the chicken shed.
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Fig.1 The effects of light intensity on the skin injury score of
laying eggs
Keeling!* FRH I (13 &£ IR A8 16 S B4 I BT >

S MR AITEIR . Leonard % L SPI4T 43 405 H 6

BRI G PEECR hn P B FEKEE , HR A R X K

FEAVHATANSY , it LA RE X 23 H 58 T J2 WA 2 Y (1 5P 5 i

A A G

IR A RR W], 78 661 YECP h | Bl xS H iy B 44 e

JRAATT AL T B FE B B TR (44. 02% ) (15 B JEk (20. 88% )

FSLER R R (15.73% ) o FEHB K R AWK A O Bl 22, 30t

1 TR S T ARRE SR 0, SR BT IR IRV, 375 B 23 )/, 29

HEENFBNEM T 5 S AT A FR AT, XA R il Bk

A oy g R A TN K, 5 AL A B

HIRBERZ T IEFR 55 I X H N FBEM TR, X

RET RN AT e Pk e 5y 2 HEOR (S Tt H At

EEFAERIT TG R B 0T 5 ) B X 1) i B4 7 53 it

P R B, B A AR NG ) B A A B R, B AR A 2

8 B IR PP ) 3 A S 1 ~2 43

S Lk

[1] BLOKHUIS H J,VAN DER HAAR ] W. Effects of floor type during rearing
and of beak trimming on ground pecking and feather pecking in laying
hens[ J]. Appl Anim Behav Sci,1989,22(3/4) :359 —369.

[2] SAVORY C J. Feather pecking and cannibalism[J]. Wid’ s Poult Sci J,
1995,51(2) ;215 -219.

[3] HUGHES B O,BLACK A J. The effect of environmental factors on activity,
selected behaviour patterns and ‘fear’ of fowls in cages and pens[J].
British poultry science,1974,15(4) ;375 —380.

[4] KJAER J B,VESTERGAARD K S. Development of feather pecking in rela-
tion to light intensity[ J]. Appl Anim Behav Sci,1999,62(2/3) :243 -254.

[5] KEELING L J. Feather pecking -who in group does it,how often and under
what circumstances? [ C]. Glasgow: Proceedings 9th European Poultry
Conference, 1994288 —289.

[6] LEONARD M L, HORN A G, FAIRFULL R W. Correlates and conse-

quences of allopecking in White Lefhorn chickens[J]. Appl Anim Behav
Sei,1995,43(1) :17 -26.

(L% 84 1)

[5] EESHEICARIATRA R 7555 F/K: GB/ T 6682—2008[ S
A5 LA, 2008.

[6] rht AR TIAE R, £ RS 5 S RAEAL AU GB 5009.
33—2010[ S 1. et P EFRAE DL, 2010,

[7] FBEET, i, B 2004 474 BETT 40 SRIRIE B TARRIT S
(). BIHE 42,2005, 11(3) 252.

[8] LA, TR R DARGT ] 1], BT EE2E, 2010,

37(1):173 - 174.
(9] 2585, Mo k3852, 5. BEARSTTIT/K A filh SR it s
LSS ). SR, 2015,22(9) :1025 - 1028.
[10] HF5R)5, 0508, 5ok T2, 5. U s SRR SR AT MR SR 5 Gtk
TR ] PR AR, 2004,16(5) 400 —403.
[11] FE, TEZ b i s e =it e[ )], &hiltse
TR, 2016,7(4) 11593 —1598.



