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Abstract
brooding period. [ Method ] 200 Hyline white-feather laying hens were randomly divided into 4 groups according to different stocking density. The

(1. College of Life Sciences, Jiamusi University, Jiamusi, Heilongjiang 154007 ; 2. Institute of Ani-

[ Objective | To study the effects of different stocking density on the feather-pecking behavior and skin damage of laying hens during

effects of different stocking density on the feather-pecking behavior and skin damage of laying hens during brooding period were studied. [ Result ]
The main skin-damaged parts of laying hens pecked were tail (39.17% ) ,back(21.66% ) and head(20.45% ). The total score of skin damage of
laying hens during brooding period increased with the rise of stocking density. But the damage of skin was little. [ Conclusion] The research results

can lay the foundation for decreasing the incidence of feather-pecking behavior.
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Fig.1 The effects of different stocking density on the total score
of skin damage of laying hens
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