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Extended Abstract

Introduction and Obijective: Reproductive efficiency and egg production are decreased in
aged birds, which are economically significant. The current study was aimed to compare the
different ages of laying Japanese quails on egg quality characteristics, blood parameter and liver
histology.

Material and Methods: A total number of 180 laying Japanese quail were purchased from
three commercial flocks with different ages studied for one week after four weeks of
habituation. Birds were assigned into three age groups, young (11 weeks), adult (26 weeks) and
old (45 weeks) with five replications (9 birds per replication). During of experiment, feedlot
performance and egg quality parameters were evaluated. In the end of study, ten quail per
treatment were randomly selected and dissected. Following this time, blood and liver samples
were collected for evaluating blood biochemical parameters (triglyceride, cholesterol, low
density lipoprotein (LDL), high density lipoprotein (HDL), very lowdensity lipoprotein
(VLDL), aspartate transaminase (AST), alanine transaminase (ALT), total antioxidant capacity
(TAC) and liver histology. The liver tissue was processed with hematoxylin-eosin after
processing.

Results: The findings showed that in old quails, a decreased the percentage of egg production
and egg mass, and an increased the food conversion ratio and consumed feed per dozen eggs
compared with other two groups (P<0.05). In adult and young quails had lower egg weigh, egg
Length and width, yolk diameter, yolk weight, yolk percentage and albumen height than old
group and Yolk index, albumen and shell percentage had higher (p<0.005). Old quails had
higher Haugh unit and Shell weight than adult quails(p<0.005). In different age groups, Shape
index, yolk height, egg white weight, and shell thickness were not significantly different. In
adult quails Triglyceride and VLDL were higher than the other two groups (P<0.05). Total
cholesterol, HDL and LDL were the highest in the adult group and the lowest in the old group
(P<0.05). Old quails had more liver tissue damage than young quails.

Conclusion: In general, although the egg quality characteristics of Japanese quails increase with
age, production performance decreased along with the decrease of blood lipid metabolites and
the increase of liver damage.
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Table 1. Ingredients and chemical composition of the diet
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- Mineral premix supplied the foIIoWing per kg of diet: Choline, 300 mgOO"IOLrJ‘ 50 mg;
; vitamin

2 Vitamin premix s_upglied the following ger kg of diet: vitamin A, 11,
B2, 12 mg; vitamin Bs, 55 mg; vitamin Bs, 1!

g.
vitamin Ks, 5.0 mg; vitamin B1, 3.0 mg; vitamin

manganese, 120 mg; Zn, 110 mg; copﬂer, 10 mg; selenium, 0 mg; iodine, 2 m
ot vit 00 IU Ds, 3500 IU; vitamin E acetate, 150 1U;
mg; vitamin Bs, 4 mg; vitamin Bo, 2 mg; vitamin Bg, 0.25 mg; vitamin Bz, 0.03 mg.
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Table 2. Comparison of production performance of Japanese quails in different age groups (n= 45)
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< (30)3) 055 g5
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(352 1055) O 0395
. b 3,860 Feed conversion ratio
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@¢; Within each column, means with different superscripts differ si?(nificantly (P <0.05).
d 45 weeks.

* The age of young, mature and old quails were 11, 26 an
*#: Standard error of mean.
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Table 3. Comparison of egg characteristics of Japanese quails in different age groups (n=45)

Age group*
p value SEM™* H 55)5 Variable
p o)l old Mature Young ke
P &b s>
E ht
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(P)Es) ui?) hr(vz’ L)))5
gg length (mm
<0.01 0.14 33.87° 32.58° 31.81° . s R
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a b b
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@¢; Within each column, means with different superscripts differ siﬂnificantly (p <0.05).

* The age of young, mature and old quails were 11, 26 and 45 weeks.
#* Standard error of mean.
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Table 4. Comparison of blood biochemical parameters of Japanese quails in different age groups (n=45)

Age group*
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» 8 ol
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()“:]gg*’ﬁ » FI/SL;L&) 5 l(Jﬁ)‘/‘aK)
High density lipoprotein (mg/dL
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@¢; Within each column, means with different superscripts differ significantly (P < 0.05).

* The age of young, mature and old quails were 11, 26 and 45 weeks.
**: Standard error of mean.
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