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F7t 7V g Aow vehdth Al dzbel MaCance(1977)& &=l §A7] Atsgod W
FAL ATFITIE ARIIl) AGANT Al WS AWoYe] AYT AF 2718 BEAGL
oF3 3t Aoz eyt o A% 5(2003) GA AANAE AFY 7
el AzlA 47 ABFOIE S47) A} EA @A Az ARE FLa0T otk w2
BAHES AT + dJo MAAS G4 8 658 Alstgoelr) ARMYAA 9 AREAS A
Table 1. Experimental desian
Treatments Restriction period(Week) Restriction( %)
Control Ad Iib. 100
T1 418 70
T2 418 85
T3 418 70—85(at 12 week)
T4 618 70
T5 618 85
T6 618 70—85(at 12 week)
T7 818 70
T8 818 35
T9 818 70—85(at 12 week)
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MaCance RA 1977 Thoughts on the physiology of

E2d¥HE v vebe.
4] Table 2e1M XHi= ®pAH T2, T4
P sk AT e 2
dA 2 Aol 77t FAE
Aol7h At A
A ghgol 7t AbRkF7)ol AH--A
7 u] FExF Hlew el

o] Abgtz] wbgelA T2, T4, T67} 7}
171 4652
45732 85 %, 6FHREE 70~85 %7}

o190
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) Z, Aletdn] W Alb7| 2 FE3}e] NRC(1994) growth in : KN Boorman & BJ Wilson(EDS)
o] 3 £F2E& TFINY A 10FH7HA 2 Growth and Poultry Meat Production o 3-11.
F 1Ao7 o|EXE 18FH7A] | 1F 740 British Poultry Science Ltd. Edinburgh
2 EZA3lg o, AEAFHHE W 2F tHozr 3, AW, FHI™ ASA, oAk, FAA
ZARFAE Atk Wl wld EA 3l 23 2003 §A37] AlgrFol7) AMYAMA 2 AZE
Ao 7 TAFTH Aol w|x|= F3F FF7}Fers] 2003 e
E3] Proceedings p 99-100.
=
A7) ALAF S AdFlAII wESLS
A&7 =7} FFdeF 2AFA A el BlEte] 2]
o2 A el (P.05). AL E-L S
AtgAF o] e, FE wEA vepgen 50 %
Table 2. Effect of restriction feeding in growing pullets on laying performance and feed intake
Treatments Kgg production, % Egeg weight, g Egg mass, g/d Feed intake, g FCR
C 83.4%° 60.0° 50.0%° 115.0 2.30
T1 81.8™ 62.2° 50.9*° 115.5 2.27
T2 84.7° 61.32 51.8° 116.5 2.25
T3 80.0° 61.7% 49.3*¢ 1143 2.31
T4 82.9% 62.3° 51.6% 116.3 2.26
T5 82.2%° 61.0°™ 50.1%% 116.0 2.32
T6 84.0° 60.4" 50.7°% 1155 2.28
7 81.7% 61.2% 50.0°" 115.3 231
T8 81.1™ 59.7° 48.4° 1138 2.35
T9 81.2% 60.0° 8.7 1135 2.34
SEM 0.382 0.213 0.319 0.324 0.012
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