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Introduction

Fertility and hatchability are major determinants for profitability in a hatchery enterprise. A healthy chicken starts from a good quality 
intact breeder’s egg. The egg is a multifunctional biomineral complex consists of highly structured calcium carbonate shell act as a barrier 
for growing embryo to prevent microbial invasion and provide mechanical strength [1]. The eggs should appear smooth and free of cracks 
by the naked eye. The damage of eggshell may occur at any level occasionally including transportation and while eggs settings. Some 
eggshell breakage may be complete crack, star crack, pimples, pinholes, sandpaper, leathery appearance and hairline cracks, account 
for approximately 0.5% to 6% of total eggs production [2]. Many scientists developed different techniques to identify the crack eggs [3] 
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developed a magnetostrictive transducer technique to identify crack eggs. The swept vibration signals from 1 to 14 kHz created in the 
computer by software. Then it was amplified by circuit board to drive the magnetostrictive transducer. The collision between the egg 
and magnetostrictive transducer generated sounds. The computer recorded the acoustic signals at 44 kHz sampling rate through the 
microphone. The sampled acoustic signals contain rich information about the quality of the eggs. By analyzing the acoustic signals can 
identify the egg is intact or it is not.

Another technique described by Chuanqi Xie., et al. [4] which can be used for eggshell colour and shell strength detection is 
hyperspectral imaging technique which can produce spectral information as well as spatial information for objectives at the same time. 
A spatial hyperspectral cube can be generated when one sample was scanned by the hyperspectral imaging camera. The hyperspectral 
cube (hyperspectral image) contains a series of images covering the whole wavelength, and each pixel for one image has both spectral 
and spatial information. Because of this feature, it can be used to detect external characteristics, such as fruit defect, colour and sugar beet 
disease and internal information, such as moisture content, other chemical indexes and eggshellcolour and shell strength.

The eggshell is protection for growing embryo to the external environment as well as microbial contamination. The breakage of 
eggshell provides an ideal rout entrance for penetrating microbes [5] found that fertility and hatchability of clean eggs were higher than 
the floor or dirty eggs. Through the crack, shell microbes penetrate and cause embryonic mortality at any stage of incubation. Jabbar., 
et al. [6] conducted an experiment to know the effect of floor eggs and found that floor eggs are a source of low hatchability, improper 
water loss, high candling and dead in shell. The floor eggs are a source of contamination. Ahmad Salahi., et al. [7] also found that hairline 
cracks eggs become a source of low hatchability, high candling, high dead in shell and embryonic mortality as compared to star crack or 
intact shell eggs. Moreover, chick length, yolk-free body mass, breast and liver weight were significantly decreased than normal eggs. The 
contamination was higher for hairline crack eggs than that of star crack eggs. The aim of study was to evaluate the outcome from hairline 
crack eggs in term of hatchery parameters and its effects on later life of chicks. 

Materials and Methods

Ethical approval

This experiment was performed considering to all animal rights (Society for Protection and Care of Animals. University of Veterinary 
and Animal Sciences). 

Site selection

The experiment was performed at Salman Poultry (Pvt) Limited, Chakri Hatchery Rawalpindi which is situated 5 km from the Chakri 
interchange on the motorway (M2) Pakistan The hatchery is facilitated with latest Heating Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) 
automation, having ISO (International standard organization) 1900-2000 certified. This hatchery is one of the largest chicks producing 
hatchery of south Asia, which is producing 6.5-7 million best quality chicks through the single stage incubation system (Avida G4, Chick 
Master USA).

Selection of eggs

Each experimental group was consisting of n = 50,000 eggs. SP 117-AI B, C, D, E, F (Salman Poultry Flock no.117 with Artificial 
insemination (team B, C, D, E, F), SSF5 (Salman Poultry Flock no. 5), SSF6 (Salman Poultry Flock no. 6), SSF-R1-AI-C (Salman Poultry 
Flock no.1 with Artificial insemination team C), SSF-R2-AI-A (Salman Poultry Flock no.2 with Artificial insemination team A), SSF-R2-AI-B 
(Salman Poultry Flock no.2 with Artificial insemination team B) and SSF-R3-AI-D (Salman Poultry Flock no.3 with Artificial insemination 
team D). AP (Arslan Poultry flock.no 27). 

Crack eggs detection 

The crack eggs detection was performed through STAALKAT Alpha 125 Machine number JB 11786. This machine has multiple functions 
including eggs grading on the basis of weight, crack eggs detection through sound, leaker and dirty eggs detection. The machine converts 
digital signals into multiple crack categories. The crack eggs detection was performed through this machine for each flock.
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Weight of eggs 

Before setting the egg’s weight of each individual group was calculated by setting eggs into one setter tray then applying the formula:

Egg weight: Full tray weight at Setting- Weight of empty tray

                                            Total No of eggs in tray 

Eggs fumigation

Before the weighing, the trial eggs were fumigated with 20g KMnO4 and 40 ml formalin (40%) and 40 ml of water for 100ft3 areas for 
15 minutes through automatic fumigation process provided by Chick Master. 

Incubation programme

Standard incubation profiles recommended by chick master were selected on the basis of breeder’s age. Pre-heating was performed 
for all experimental groups following automatically the incubation stage profile (Recommended by Chicks Master USA). 

Setter hall and hatcher hall 

Environmental conditions in setter hall were at 75°F temperatures and 40% Relative humidity; whereas in the hatcher hall temperature 
was at 75°F and relative humidity had been increased up to 60%. The positive pressure in setter and hatcher hall was 15 Pascal and 10 
Pascal respectively, while negative pressure inside setter and hatcher plenum was -25 Pascal during the course study. 

Candling

Fertility of eggs was performed through candling then shifted to hatchers for next 50 hrs. These entire incubation stage programs have 
been recommended by chick master USA.

Egg’s weight loss 

Before being transferred from setter to hatchers water loss e-g egg weight loss was measured for from each group individually after 
456hrs of incubation in setters by the given formula:

Water Loss %: Full tray weight at Setting- Full Tray Weight at Transfer × 100 

                                        Full tray weight at Setting- Empty Tray Wight

Chick yield 

After hatch pulls out immediately, the chick’s weight was measured through electrical weight balance to know the chick yield using 
following formula: 

Chick Yield %: Weight of chick’s × 100 

                                      Egg weight

Hatch window 

Hatch window is the duration between the 1st chicks to last chick hatch out [8]. The range of hatch window was measured through 
the graph produced by Maestro software (Chick Master USA). The increase hatching process inside hatcher becomes a source of increase 
humidity which can be easily detected.
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Chick grading 

Grading of chicks was performed on the conveyor and automatic grading table while chicks counting and packing was performed 
through chick counter (KUHL-USA). Only stranded (shining eyes, soft legs and nose, healed naval and healthy chicks) were shifted to 
chick’s box after counting, while underweight, weak and unhealed naval chicks were removed as an international standard as described 
by Yousaf., et al [9].

Hatch out analysis 

Hatch out analysis was performed to investigate the reason of embryo’s mortality inside the eggs as described by Jabbar., et al [10].

Statistical analyses 

All data were analyzed by using Statistical Analysis System package software (SAS version 9.2, SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA). All 
means were compared using t-test and results were presented as mean ± SEM (standard error of the mean). Results were considered 
significant if P < 0.05.

Result and Discussion

The eggs shell constitutes approximately 10% of the whole egg. The calcium participates 95 - 97% of eggshell weight. The percentage 
of eggshell decreases with the increase of flock age. The percentage of eggshell was 10.65, 10.29 and 9.81% with 25, 47 and 61 weeks of 
age respectively. Eggshell percentages at the ages of 25, 47 and 61 weeks were 10.65, 10.29 and 9.81%, respectively [11]. That’s the reason 
the percentage of crack eggs increase with respect to flock age (Table 1). The flock SP117-1 and SP117-2 have the maximum percentage 
of hairline crack eggs followed by SSF1, SSF5 and SSF6. The flocks SSF2 and AP27 have a minimum percentage of hairline crack eggs due 
to young age. The eggshell is essential in providing the shape of an egg to assure the safe packaging. Samiullah., et al. [12] found that egg 
weight, shell weight and shell thickness decreases with flock age. The eggs internal quality albumin heights decreased with flock age. 
The amount of cuticle also varied with flock age. Due to change in eggshell quality with chicken age, the defects in eggshell like breakage 
increases and risk of microbial contamination to eggs increases. This microbial contamination becomes a source of embryonic mortality 
at any stage of incubation. Jabbar., et al. [10] becomes a source of low hatchability and high candling (Table 2). Significant (P < 0.005) 
difference was found for hatchability, candling, blasting/putrification and dead in the shell for normal and hairline crack eggs. The highest 
hatchability (49.07 ± 0.51b) and lowest candling (9.98 ± 0.064a) for hairline crack eggs were found for AP27 due to young age and good 
quality eggshell. The lowest hatchability was found for SP117 which is the oldest flock having thin eggshells (Table 2).

Flocks Hairline Crack% Flock Age (Weeks)
SP117-2 0.5 60

SP117-1-AI-B 1.18 60
SP117-1-AI-C 1.17 60
SP117-1-AI-D 1.18 60
SP117-1-AI-E 1.17 60
SP117-1-AI-F 1.17 60
SSF1-R1-AI-C 0.8 46
SSF1-R2-AI-A 0.75 46
SSF1-R2-AI-B 0.79 46
SSF1-R3-AI-D 0.65 46

SSF-5 0.41 41
SSF-6 0.4 40

SSF2-R1 0.2 31
SSF2-R2 0.21 30

SSF8 0.21 30
SSF2-R3 0.20 29
AP27-R2 0.20 29
AP27-R1 0.19 28

Table 1: Percentage of hairline crack eggs with respect to flock age.
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Blasting/Putrification Dead In Shell
Flocks Hairline Normal Hairline Normal

SP117-2 12.1 ± 0.64a 5.14 ± 0.48b 19.39 ± 0.61a 8.90 ± 0.25b

SP117-1-AI-B 15.15 ± 0.31a 5 ± 0.71b 20.61 ± 0.24a 9.42 ± 0.34b

SP117-1-AI-C 10.30.61a 1.5 ± 0.61b 20.61 ± 0.61a 9.18 ± 0.24b

SP117-1-AI-D 9.09 ± 0.95a 1.5 ± 0.21b 21.21 ± 0.14a 9.45 ± 0.21b

SP117-1-AI-E 7.57 ± 0.97a 1.5 ± 0.64b 21.82 ± 0.31a 9.35 ± 0.36b

SP117-1-AI-F 7.27 ± 0.68a 1.5 ± 00.34b 21.21 ± 0.15a 9.15 ± 0.36b

SSF-5 10.3 ± 0.16a 1.5 ± 0.81b 23.03 ± 0.17a 12.95 ± 0.24b

SSF-6 13.63 ± 0.46a 1.5 ± 0.15b 22.42 ± 0.34a 12.60 ± 0.64b

SSF1-R1-AI-C 10.3 ± 0.57a 1.5 ± 0.93b 22.42 ± 0.31a 11.79 ± 0.37b

SSF1-R2-AI-A 11.71 ± 0.94a 1.5 ± 0.65b 23.01 ± 0.27a 12.27 ± 0.27b

SSF1-R2-AI-B 9.09 ± 0.39a 1.5 ± 0.87b 23.01 ± 0.61a 12.63 ± 0.61b

SSF1-R3-AI-D 10.57 ± 0.68a 1 ± 0.51b 21.82 ± 0.34a 11.99 ± 0.91b

AP27-R1 5.12 ± 0.97a 0.97 ± 0.81b 12.75 ± 0.31a 2.09 ± 0.64b

Hatchability Candling/Infertile
Flocks Normal Hairline Hairline Normal

SP117-2 77.69 ± 0.1a 41.41 ± 0.02b 39.19 ± 0.05a 13.41 ± 0.81b

SP117-1-AI-B 86.42 ± 0.2a 43.03 ± 0.07b 36.36 ± 0.014a 4.16 ± 0.19b

SP117-1-AI-C 86.80 ± 0.1a 40.00 ± 0.31b 39.39 ± 0.014a 4.01 ± 0.17b

SP117-1-AI-D 86.57 ± 0.11a 42.42 ± 0.14b 36.36 ± 0.064a 3.98 ± 0.14b

SP117-1-AI-E 86.63 ± 0.2a 39.39 ± 0.57b 38.79 ± 0.016a 4.02 ± 0.15b

SP117-1-AI-F 86.95 ± 0.2a 45.45 ± 0.14b 33.33 ± 0.025a 3.90 ± 0.17b

SSF-5 72.59 ± 0.1a 42.42 ± 0.15b 34.55 ± 0.047a 13.46 ± 0.61b

SSF-6 77.54 ± 0.3a 44.24 ± 0.34b 33.3 ± 0.019a 9.86 ± 0.31b

SSF1-R1-AI-C 82.00 ± 0.09a 40.91 ± 092b 36.67 ± 0.071a 6.21 ± 0.61b

SSF1-R2-AI-A 80.71 ± 0.31a 40.40 ± 0.84b 35.96 ± 0.064a 7.02 ± 0.43b

SSF1-R2-AI-B 82.30 ± 0.04a 41.52 ± 0.47b 35.15 ± 0.017a 5.07 ± 0.13b

SSF1-R3-AI-D 81.07 ± 0.02a 43.33 ± 0.24b 34.85 ± 0.027a 6.94 ± 0.98b

AP27-R1 93.61 ± 0.07a 49.07 ± 0.51b 9.98 ± 0.064a 4.18 ± 0.61b

Table 2: Hatchability and candling of hairline crack and normal eggs.

a-b: Denote difference for hatchability and candling of normal and hairline crack eggs (P < 0.05).

The breakage of eggshell and shell membrane exposes the growing embryo to contamination. The contamination may cause 
embryonic mortality depending on the severity of infection at any stage of incubation [13]. The crack eggs are a good source of microbial 
contamination, result in putrification and blasting during transfer of eggs from setter machine to hatchers. The high blasting/purification 
and dead in the shell are mainly due to penetration of microbes through eggshell from eggs surface. 

The eggshell and shell membrane is a barrier to avoid such kind of contamination. The breakage of these barriers provides easy 
access for microbes to infect the embryo cause its death and enhances dead in shell. The blasting/putrification and dead in the shell were 
significantly (P < 0.005) higher for hairline crack eggs as compared normal eggs of same flocks. The highest blasting of hairline crack eggs 
was found for SSF6 f, SSF1. The dead in the shellwas found highest for SSF6; SSF1 for a hairline crack eggs while lowest blasting was found 
for AP27 due to young age with good quality eggshell table 2.

Simple hatch debris analysis was performed to access the percentage of infertile, early embryonic mortality, mid, late embryonic 
mortality, external pips, contaminated eggs, poor shell quality eggs and crack shell eggs for flock SSF5 normal eggs and hairline crack 
eggs [10]. 

Table 3: Putrification of dead in shell of hairline crack and normal eggs.



Citation: Adnan Jabbar., et al. “The Influence of Hairline Crack Eggs on Hatchery Parameters and Chicks Performance”. EC Veterinary 
Science 4.5 (2019): 325-333.

The Influence of Hairline Crack Eggs on Hatchery Parameters and Chicks Performance

330

Chick Yield% Water loss% Culling%
Flocks Normal Eggs Hairline crack Normal Eggs Hairline crack Normal Eggs Hairline crack

SP117-2 69 ± 0.1a 66 ± 0.21b 12.1 ± 065a 14.3 ± 0.24b 1.21 ± 0.34a 2.1 ± 0.34b

SP117-1-AI-B 69 ± 0.02a 67 ± 0.014b 12.4 ± 0.31a 14.65 ± 0.5b 1.2 ± 0.42a 2.01 ± 0.61b

SP117-1-AI-C 68 ± 0.01a 66 ± 0.051b 12.3 ± 0.32a 13.98 ± 0.34b 1.02 ± 0.31a 2.3 ± 0.12b

SP117-1-AI-D 69 ± 0.21a 67 ± 0.01b 11.87 ± 0.6a 14.9 ± 0.37b 1.1 ± 0.32a 2.14 ± 0.24b

SP117-1-AI-E 69 ± 0.21a 65 ± 0.02b 11.91 ± 0.6a 14.57 ± 0.7b 1.3 ± 0.91a 2.15 ± 0.51b

SP117-1-AI-F 68 ± 0.03a 66 ± 0.01b 11.54 ± 0.6a 14.87 ± 0.24b 1.3 ± 0.34a 2.31 ± 0.64b

SSF1-R1-AI-C 69 ± 0.04a 67 ± 0.031b 12.6 ± 0.6a 14.56 ± 0.94b 1.2 ± 0.51a 2.14 ± 0.46b

SSF1-R2-AI-A 69 ± 0.03a 65 ± 0.014b 12.14 ± 0.7a 15.34 ± 0.1b 1.2 ± 0.51a 2.64 ± 0.64b

SSF1-R2-AI-B 69 ± 0.01a 66 ± 0.015b 12.3 ± 0.7a 16.2 ± 00.9b 1.2 ± 0.44a 3.14 ± 0.67b

SSF1-R3-AI-D 68 ± 0.02a 65 ± 0.01b 11.89 ± 0.6a 16.65 ± 0.93b 1.2 ± 0.94a 3.1 ± 0.51b

SSF-5 69 ± 0.02a 65 ± 0.01b 11.68 ± 0.7a 15.98 ± 0.6b 1.3 ± 0.71a 3.1 ± 0.58b

SSF-6 69 ± 0.02a 65 ± 0.02b 12.67 ± 0.3a 16.74 ± 0.6b 1.31 ± 0.64a 3.12 ± 0.64b

AP27-R2 69 ± 0.03a 67 ± 0.03b 11.39 ± 0.6a 12.69 ± 0.9b 0.98 ± 0.81a 1.89 ± 0.57b

AP27-R1 68 ± 0.20a 66 ± 0.01b 11.24 ± 0.2a 12.51 ± 0.5b 0.97 ± 0.36a 1.84 ± 0.96b

SSF2-R1 69 ± 0.01a 67 ± 0.04b 11.68 ± 0.2a 13.14 ± 0.6b 0.98 ± 0.89a 1.89 ± 0.58b

SSF2-R2 69 ± 0.04a 66 ± 0.03b 12.67 ± 0.5a 12.69 ± 0.5b 0.97 ± 0.48a 1.84 ± 0.74b

SSF8 68 ± 0.21a 67 ± 0.20b 11.39 ± 0.5a 13.51 ± 0.35b 0.98 ± 0.54a 1.89 ± 0.54b

The percentage of 3rd week embryonic mortality was high for a hairline crack eggs up to 7.9% as compared to normal eggs 6.8%. The 
maximum quantity of contamination eggs was found during simple hatch debris analysis for a hairline crack eggs 7.8% as compared 
to normal eggs 2.3%. The poor shell quality, 2nd week embryonic mortality and crack shell were the same for both kinds of eggs. The 
infertile eggs were also high for hairline crack eggs 1.0% as compared to normal eggs 0.6%. The term external pipesare used for such 
kind of chicks which can break both shell membrane and eggshell during the hatching process but unable to come out from eggs due to 
any reason. The external pips may be due to low humidity in hatchers near pipping, weak chicks due to the young age of breeders and 
infection which causes omphalitis. Amare., et al. [14] found that E. coli (51.17%) was most prominent followed by Staphylococcus (23.53), 
Proteus microbes (22.94) and other bacteria like streptococcus and Bacillus species were most prominent for development of yolk sac 
infection. The infection may start at any stage of incubation depending upon severity form eggs surface to the growing embryo. Such kinds 
of infections increases if the barriers for growing embryo are broken like hairline crack eggs.

Chick yield and water loss are related to each other. The chick yield is a percentage of chick conversion from the egg. We found better 
chick yield and water loss for normal unbroken eggs as compared to a hairline crack eggs (Table 4). The water loss and chick yield are 
related to each other, water loss less than standard 11-12% become a source of high chick yield results in ascites and early embryonic 
mortality during the brooding phase. The water loss more than standard causes low chick yield result in dehydration [15]. The water loss, 
chick yield and culling chicks were significantly (P < 0.005) better for normal eggs as compared to hairline crack eggs. The young flocks 
AP27 R1, AP27R2, SSF2R1, SSF2R2 and SSF8 were better even for hairline crack eggs compared to old flocks due to the better quality 
eggshell.

Table 4: Effect of hairline crack eggs on chick yield, water loss and culling chicks.
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The chicks from normal (n = 30,000) and hairline crack eggs (n = 30,000) were shifted to broiler houses through environmental 
control vehicles 23°C and 65% humidity to access the outcomes from the hairline crack eggs chicks in term of FCR, feed intake and chick’s 
mortality. The environmental conditions were kept the same for both kinds of chicks from brooding to raring to minimize any kind of 
stress (Table 5). The chicks from normal eggs were significantly (P < 0.005) better for feed intake, weight gain, FCR and mortality (Table 
6).

Figure
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Parameters Normal eggs chicks Hairline crack egg chicks
Mortality % 1.86 ± 0.06a 3.17 ± 0.31b

Weight gain (g) 2200 ± 0.14a 1855 ± 0.071b

Feed Intake (g) 3255 ± .021a 3310 ± 0.091b

FCR % 1.82 ± 0.038a 1.57 ± 0.048b

Table 6: The effect of hairline crack eggs on chick’s mortality, weight gain, feed intake and FCR.

a-b: Denote difference for mortality, weight gain, feed intake and FCR of chicks from normal and hairline crack eggs (P < 0.05).

Parameters 1st week 2nd week 3rd week 4th week 5th week
Temperature 0F 95 - 86 86 - 83 83 - 77 77 - 75 75

Humidity % 65 65 65 65 65
Ventilation m3/hour/bird 0.07 0.25 0.4 0.59 0.87

Table 5: The temperature, humidity and ventilation of poultry house.

Conclusion

The eggshell and shell membrane are barriers for growing embryo provide safe packaging and avoid contamination. The damage to 
these barriers badly affects the hatchery parameters and quality of chicks. Such chicks become a source of economic loss in term of FCR 
and feed intake.

Acknowledgment

The authors are thankful to Director of Salman Poultry (Pvt) limited Mr. Salman Sadiq for their full support and encouragement during 
the whole period of research work. Authors are also great full to hatchery supervisor Mr. Muhammad Ashfaq and Plant operator Mr. 
Muhammad Akhtar, Engr. Jawad Kiwan Qazi and Engr. Mirza Shahbaz Baig for their cooperation.

1. Wellman Labadie O., et al. “Antimicrobial activity of the Anseriform outer eggshell and cuticle”. Comparative Biochemistry Physiology 
B: Biochemistry and Molecular Biology 149.4 (2008): 640-649. 

2. King’ori AM. “Egg quality defects: Types, causes and occurrence: a review”. Journal of Animal Production Advances 2.8 (2012): 350-
357. 

3. Wei LU., et al. “Micro-Cracks Detection of Eggshells Based on a Magnetostrictive Transducer”. Sensors and Transducers 186.3 (2015): 
49-54.

4. Chuanqi Xie and Yong He. “External characteristic determination of eggs and cracked eggs identification using spectral signature”. 
Scientific Reports 6 (2016): 21130.

5. Van den Brand H., et al. “Effects of floor eggs on hatchability and later life performance in broiler Chickens”. Poultry Science 95.5 
(2016): 1025-1032.

6. Jabbar A and Ditta YA. “Effect of Floor Eggs on Hatchability, Candling, Water Loss, Chick Yield, Chick Weight and Dead in Shell”. Journal 
of World Poultry Research 7.4 (2017): 154-158.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18289902
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18289902
https://www.scopemed.org/?mno=23648
https://www.scopemed.org/?mno=23648
http://www.sensorsportal.com/HTML/DIGEST/P_2622.htm
http://www.sensorsportal.com/HTML/DIGEST/P_2622.htm
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26882990
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26882990
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26908895
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26908895
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/323388143_Effect_of_Floor_Eggs_on_Hatchability_Candling_Water_Loss_Chick_Yield_Chick_Weight_and_Dead_in_Shell
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/323388143_Effect_of_Floor_Eggs_on_Hatchability_Candling_Water_Loss_Chick_Yield_Chick_Weight_and_Dead_in_Shell


Citation: Adnan Jabbar., et al. “The Influence of Hairline Crack Eggs on Hatchery Parameters and Chicks Performance”. EC Veterinary 
Science 4.5 (2019): 325-333.

The Influence of Hairline Crack Eggs on Hatchery Parameters and Chicks Performance

333

Volume 4 Issue 5 July 2019
©All rights reserved by Adnan Jabbar., et al.

7. Khabisi MM., et al. “The influence of eggshell crack types on hatchability and chick quality”. European Symposium on poultry nutri-
tion Poster presentation (2011): 3-4. 

8. Noiva Rute M., et al. “Influence of temperature and humidity manipulation on chicken embryonic development”. BMC Veterinary 
Research 10 (2014): 234. 

9. Yousaf A., et al. “Effect of pre-warming on broiler breeder eggs hatchability and post-hatch performance”. Journal of Animal Health 
and Production 5.1 (2017): 1-4. 

10. Jabbar A and Ditta YA. “Effect of Broiler Breeders Age on Hatchability, Candling, Water Loss, Chick Yield and Dead in Shell”. World’s 
Veterinary Journal 7.2 (2017): 40-46.

11. Ahmad Salahi., et al. “Effects of the length(size) of eggshell cracks on hatchability and chick quality of broiler breeder flocks”. Egg 
Meat Symposia (2011).

12. Samiullah Roberts JR and Chousalkar KK. “Effect of production system and flock age on egg quality and total bacterial load in com-
mercial laying hens”. Journal of Applied Poultry Research 23 (2014): 59-70. 

13. Barnett DM., et al. “Hatchability and Early Chick Growth Potential of Broiler Breeder Eggs with Hairline Cracks”. Journal of Applied 
Poultry Research 13 (2004): 65-70.

14. Amare A., et al. “Yolk Sac Infection (Omphalitis) in Kombolcha Poultry Farm, Ethiopia”. American-Eurasian Journal of Scientific Re-
search 8.1 (2013): 10-14. 

15. Jabbar A and Ditta YA. “Incubation Duration of Broiler Breeder Egg and Post Hatch Performance”. Worlds Veterinary Journal 7.3 
(2017): 83-88.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25267350
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25267350
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313695946_Effect_of_Pre-Warming_on_Broiler_Breeder_Eggs_Hatchability_and_Post-Hatch_Performance
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313695946_Effect_of_Pre-Warming_on_Broiler_Breeder_Eggs_Hatchability_and_Post-Hatch_Performance
http://wvj.science-line.com/attachments/article/46/WVJ%207(2)%2040-46,%20Jun%2025,%202017.pdf
http://wvj.science-line.com/attachments/article/46/WVJ%207(2)%2040-46,%20Jun%2025,%202017.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/215661373_Effects_of_the_length_size_of_eggshell_cracks_on_hatchability_and_chick_quality_of_broiler_breeder_flocks
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/215661373_Effects_of_the_length_size_of_eggshell_cracks_on_hatchability_and_chick_quality_of_broiler_breeder_flocks
https://watermark.silverchair.com/59.pdf?token=AQECAHi208BE49Ooan9kkhW_Ercy7Dm3ZL_9Cf3qfKAc485ysgAAAjowggI2BgkqhkiG9w0BBwagggInMIICIwIBADCCAhwGCSqGSIb3DQEHATAeBglghkgBZQMEAS4wEQQMx0jZORq-u1htTn7GAgEQgIIB7Ql7k3BXRaYw1xT3yRXs99QlVTgI2mm4v57RMH_QU9qpJ1AkefTJlGgPnoueT5uyKupvjMCKqgVJbwizRIQ6jrEA2d7O1i56FRnxYIMPmVfGWJY_oqnJGATladsgDMjeOBGmH0o-X74iwI4BOmk3EoKMU3jQ-ViVd0m2t00k-d2STqAluK9epSpARO63upl52e2S96nlCJ-uxalr-l48h5guetv7OW1yc1I4R8m4-I4jEFDEszkLmDYKjxl8fd63N8L5qLb7Jt8hhOWCdHUzp5VFEZmfUeN7AXor-H1_H3pY-Q00gyeeVQkGvERCZw89j8JHNo7lyPFG5rAxQrz_tUgL1blh6xReLKkO5LAUol4X4ZFIme-ujoPrrlmnPQST8AJX7s5OXnzGu9VKQYJ4fiXK9ReBPyUGf4mD1hva-okM546XfO3Ehz9pxJvgR1v8CyJK5A6zYbxu_tTGhRRVVpAoLFpz6bwQUjKt7vOb-_S5aHFYcKTkqCFW0h3KT4nHLigu-x0Nm47YAgL2261ua0WXPC3u6Yvq3X9mHKKmevFheJT1RNlB6-2rYHjOeZWKxJq7nWZI8sKp6YIVGyFcUqYzOKQBOZb8G7SZkWhaLz-F3i2xOifexVYJ-D6ddaTZh1RI0XalOsakWYmZZLA
https://watermark.silverchair.com/59.pdf?token=AQECAHi208BE49Ooan9kkhW_Ercy7Dm3ZL_9Cf3qfKAc485ysgAAAjowggI2BgkqhkiG9w0BBwagggInMIICIwIBADCCAhwGCSqGSIb3DQEHATAeBglghkgBZQMEAS4wEQQMx0jZORq-u1htTn7GAgEQgIIB7Ql7k3BXRaYw1xT3yRXs99QlVTgI2mm4v57RMH_QU9qpJ1AkefTJlGgPnoueT5uyKupvjMCKqgVJbwizRIQ6jrEA2d7O1i56FRnxYIMPmVfGWJY_oqnJGATladsgDMjeOBGmH0o-X74iwI4BOmk3EoKMU3jQ-ViVd0m2t00k-d2STqAluK9epSpARO63upl52e2S96nlCJ-uxalr-l48h5guetv7OW1yc1I4R8m4-I4jEFDEszkLmDYKjxl8fd63N8L5qLb7Jt8hhOWCdHUzp5VFEZmfUeN7AXor-H1_H3pY-Q00gyeeVQkGvERCZw89j8JHNo7lyPFG5rAxQrz_tUgL1blh6xReLKkO5LAUol4X4ZFIme-ujoPrrlmnPQST8AJX7s5OXnzGu9VKQYJ4fiXK9ReBPyUGf4mD1hva-okM546XfO3Ehz9pxJvgR1v8CyJK5A6zYbxu_tTGhRRVVpAoLFpz6bwQUjKt7vOb-_S5aHFYcKTkqCFW0h3KT4nHLigu-x0Nm47YAgL2261ua0WXPC3u6Yvq3X9mHKKmevFheJT1RNlB6-2rYHjOeZWKxJq7nWZI8sKp6YIVGyFcUqYzOKQBOZb8G7SZkWhaLz-F3i2xOifexVYJ-D6ddaTZh1RI0XalOsakWYmZZLA
https://watermark.silverchair.com/japoulres13-0065.pdf?token=AQECAHi208BE49Ooan9kkhW_Ercy7Dm3ZL_9Cf3qfKAc485ysgAAAkMwggI_BgkqhkiG9w0BBwagggIwMIICLAIBADCCAiUGCSqGSIb3DQEHATAeBglghkgBZQMEAS4wEQQMuziMNAPDAM3sKSRhAgEQgIIB9mgBGNhmxJIhBKZ9bTgUNAlbdaps5G-S4HPT2cSKVAmq7gsmHXCVPQ-yIgZwCnv2uIiDk-aiwBM1I6mRUZWJFZvV7xBq3KyutYVSk4R4cdPJkoCITRjvxkOofW805KRKlk9TqeeYuM-2BiLTVK55lFnXiXMHQHpDqMrejoIol-2L1KxGe_mFlrztcKg43RBC79teU5cbXzF06BCbBGT-dGcNKCYC5kHhKedpRtedUBYr5wEjLKYeFdxqQBdpgAMFF1VErE9dgyqcdSxahFfVR5wp8pcc_Hkh0K2iBpRr3CTW3x_qMBg-Vn0c3X-_fkW0ZOKLe8bbTNqdHsIy2M6sgNFvSuA0PGHX28hl6xZmMYnVkg6jhTJXtV_wkoSd91wSJPNKxzy0B6Xxzq3yZOZq2HdpvpgKvMXi59dBhbJOeamKKh8IAQk88dPjjG9xr_99XsB1COYBOJ4_2BkrVitWTWDCNMpwI9uuXfrFqzUVEwxpunNzu0W1aLludJ4Gdfmh5Y7sjPVa1tUucum4DKngUDBNSz6a3UOCylDnEKlcNHws8pk4H0K_s22HV72pJN5IiIAzuqCQe15IGIYERxAFcDcedVTdOexn-YvnMtTXczqBzWSWKG6D2DzSmGVjX2SAv2TkBHwDtdZoPV3WeZNAYsioUycPjsU
https://watermark.silverchair.com/japoulres13-0065.pdf?token=AQECAHi208BE49Ooan9kkhW_Ercy7Dm3ZL_9Cf3qfKAc485ysgAAAkMwggI_BgkqhkiG9w0BBwagggIwMIICLAIBADCCAiUGCSqGSIb3DQEHATAeBglghkgBZQMEAS4wEQQMuziMNAPDAM3sKSRhAgEQgIIB9mgBGNhmxJIhBKZ9bTgUNAlbdaps5G-S4HPT2cSKVAmq7gsmHXCVPQ-yIgZwCnv2uIiDk-aiwBM1I6mRUZWJFZvV7xBq3KyutYVSk4R4cdPJkoCITRjvxkOofW805KRKlk9TqeeYuM-2BiLTVK55lFnXiXMHQHpDqMrejoIol-2L1KxGe_mFlrztcKg43RBC79teU5cbXzF06BCbBGT-dGcNKCYC5kHhKedpRtedUBYr5wEjLKYeFdxqQBdpgAMFF1VErE9dgyqcdSxahFfVR5wp8pcc_Hkh0K2iBpRr3CTW3x_qMBg-Vn0c3X-_fkW0ZOKLe8bbTNqdHsIy2M6sgNFvSuA0PGHX28hl6xZmMYnVkg6jhTJXtV_wkoSd91wSJPNKxzy0B6Xxzq3yZOZq2HdpvpgKvMXi59dBhbJOeamKKh8IAQk88dPjjG9xr_99XsB1COYBOJ4_2BkrVitWTWDCNMpwI9uuXfrFqzUVEwxpunNzu0W1aLludJ4Gdfmh5Y7sjPVa1tUucum4DKngUDBNSz6a3UOCylDnEKlcNHws8pk4H0K_s22HV72pJN5IiIAzuqCQe15IGIYERxAFcDcedVTdOexn-YvnMtTXczqBzWSWKG6D2DzSmGVjX2SAv2TkBHwDtdZoPV3WeZNAYsioUycPjsU
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/2864/e6bde83d6c728efdffc6d8c8a0dd9741b6ab.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/2864/e6bde83d6c728efdffc6d8c8a0dd9741b6ab.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/323428434_Incubation_Duration_of_Broiler_Breeder_Egg_and_Post_Hatch_Performance
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/323428434_Incubation_Duration_of_Broiler_Breeder_Egg_and_Post_Hatch_Performance

