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ABSTRACT: A crossbreeding experiment was carried out between two
Egyptian strains of chickens namely Mandarah (MN) and Matrouh (MA).
Numbers of 668 pullets fathered by 71 sires and mothered by 462 dams
produced from four genetic groups (the two purebred strains and their
reciprocal crosses) were used. The studied traits of egg production were
age at sexual maturity (ASM), body weight at sexual maturity (BWSM),
weight of the first egg (WFE), egg number at first 90-days (EN90D), egg
mass at first 90-days (EM90D), total egg number for 210-days (EN210D)
and total egg mass for 210-days (EM210D). While the partial recording of
egg production were period for first ten eggs (PF10E), egg mass for first ten
eggs (EMF10E), egg number for one week per month (EN1W/M), egg mass
for one week per month (EM1W/M), egg number for two days per week
(EN2D/M) and egg mass for two days per week (EM2D/M). Multi-trait
animal model and multiple-trait Gibbs Sampler were used to analyze the
data of egg production traits.

Results showed that MN strain was favored in all the studied traits
compared to MA strain. The differences between the two strains were highly
significant (P<0.01) for all the traits, except ASM and PF10E. Estimates of
direct additive effects were positive (negative for only ASM) and highly
significant (P<0.01) for all the studied traits (except ASM and PFI0E).
Most estimates of maternal breed effects were negative and ranged from low
(0.24%) to moderate (-4.65%) in magnitude. Estimates of direct heterosis
(H'") were highly significant for all traits and positive for the most ones.
Estimates of H' ranged from -43.81% for PF10E to 36.15% for EN9OD.
Heritability estimate for BWSM trait had the highest (0.28), but the other
productive traits had low heritability (ranged from 0.08 to 0.16). MA-sired
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hens were superior in most productive and partial recording for all egg
production traits compared to MN-sired hens.

INTRODUCTION

Some studies (Nawar and Bahie EI-Deen, 2000 and lIraqi, 2002)
reported that most of the native breeds had high non-additive genetic
variance and, therefore, possibility of improvement of these breeds through
crossbreeding is evident. Theoretically, the magnitude of heterosis is
inversely related to the degree of genetic resemblance between parental
populations (Willham and Pollak, 1985) and is expected to be proportional
to the degree of heterozygosity of the crosses (Sheridan, 1981), thus
heterosis is a result of non-additive genetic effects, but it is often around
10% or greater for egg production traits (Fairfull, 1990).

Egg production is a complex metric trait showing many variations
during the period of production of the pullet. The study of egg production
and its related traits such as age and body weight at sexual maturity, rate of
laying and clutch size attracted the attention of several investigators who
found that there were wide variation in these traits between different breeds
and/or strains of chickens (EL-Labban et al., 1991; Iraqi et al., 2007). Partial
recording of egg production in pullets is used to enhance and to increase the
efficiency of genetic selection as well as shorten the generation interval.
Results of many investigators showed that more genetic gain could be
obtained in egg production when using partial recording (Ezzeldin and
Mostageer, 1984; Hanafi and EL-Labban, 1984; EL-Labban et al., 1991).

Genetic estimates (heritability, genetic correlation) of egg
production traits in different breeds and/or strains were cited by many
investigators, who found that there were a lot of variations in these estimates
according to the differences of the genetic make-up (EL-Labban et al., 1991,
Khalil et al., 2004; Nurgiartiningsih et al., 2004; Chih-Feng Chen et al.,
2007). Precision of genetic estimates are required for the construction of
multi-trait selection indexes to achieve the expected gains. Nowadays, the
animal model is widely used allover the world genetic analysis for
productive traits in chickens (Mielenz et al., 1994), but till now it seems that
not been widely used for egg production traits in Egypt (Iraqi, 2002).

The aims of this work were: (1) to estimate direct additive and
maternal effects as well as heterosis in crossbreeding experimental
involving Mandarah and Matrouh chickens, (2) to determine the best
method of selection for pullets based on partial recording of egg production
(3) to estimate the additive genetic variance and heritability for egg
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production traits in purebreds and crossbreds using multi-trait animal
models analyses.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

This work was carried out in Poultry Breeding Research Station at
Inshas, Sharkia Governorate, Animal Production Research Institute,
Agriculture Research Center, Ministry of Agriculture, Egypt during the
period from 2005 to 2007. Two developed local strains of chicken were
used in this study (i.e. Matrouh strain, MA), it is a synthetic strain which has
been developed in Borg EIl-Arab Poultry Research Farm, Matrouh
Governorate, from a cross between Single Comb White Leghorn males and
Dokki-4 females using system of breeding and selection for six generations
(Mahmoud et al. 1974). Mandarah strain (MN), it has been developed in
Montazah Poultry Research Farm, Alexandria Governorate, from cross
between Alexandria males and inbred Dokki-4 females for four generations
(Abdel-Gawad 1981).

Breeding plan and management:

Total numbers of 668 pullets fathered by 71 sires and mothered by
462 dams from the two strains. Sires and dams were chosen randomly from
300 cocks and 500 pullets to produce all genetic groups of purebred and
crossbred. Each cock mated with 10 hens in each breeding pen. The
numbers of sires, dams and their pullets which used in all genetic groups are
given in Table (1). Pullets of each of the two strains were divided into two
groups, the first group was mated with cocks from the same strain while the
second group was mated with cocks from the other strain. Consequently,
pedigreed eggs from each individual breeding pen for the four mating group
(two purebreds of MN x MN and MA x MA and two crossbreds of MN x
MA and MA x MN ) were collected daily for ten days and incubated. All
chicks of one-day old produced were wing banded and reared on floor
brooder, then transferred to the rearing houses at 18 weeks of age. In laying
period, the pullets transferred to the individual laying cages. Chicks were
feed during rearing, growing and laying periods on diet containing 20.4%,
16% and 16.5% crude protein, 3.2%, 3.9% and 4.4% crude fiber,
respectively, and the pullets were exposed to light for 17 hours per day from
22 weeks of age till end of the experimental period. All birds were treated
and medicated similarly through out the experimental period under the same
managerial and climatic conditions. The first generation of purebreds and
their crosses were produced in one hatch.
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Data and studied traits:

Data of egg production traits for each hen were daily recorded
during the first year of production. Traits of egg production were age at
sexual maturity (ASM), body weight at sexual maturity (BWSM), weight
of the first egg (WFE), egg number at first 90-days (EN90D), egg mass at
first 90-days (EM90D), total egg number for 210-days (EN210D) and total
egg mass for 210-days (EM210D). The traits of partial of egg production
were period for first ten eggs (PF10E), egg mass for first ten eggs
(EMF10E), egg number for one week per month (EN1W/M), egg mass for
one week per month (EM1W/M), egg number for two days per week
(EN2D/M) and egg mass for two days per week (EM2D/M).

Table 1. Numbers of sires, dams and pullets from different breed
groups which used in experimental work.

Breed group Numbers

Sire Dam pullets
MN 17 135 190
MA 17 123 199
MN x MA 18 99 140
MA x MN 19 105 139
Total 71 462 668

Statistical analysis:

The statistical analysis was carried out by multi-trait animal model
(Boldman et al., 1995) and multiple-trait Gibbs Sampler (Van Tassel and
Van Vleck 1995) programs. Firstly, data were analyzed using SAS program
(SAS 1996) to estimate starting values of additive and residual variances to
be used as gassed values in animal model analysis.

Traits of age (ASM) and body weight (BWSM) at sexual maturity and
weight of first egg (WFE) were analyzed using MTAM (the three traits in
the model) (Boldman et al. 1995) using the following Model.

y=Xb+Zu+e
Where:

y= nx1 vector of observed trait of hens; n= number of records; b= px1
vector of fixed effect of breed group; p= 4 levels; X= design matrix of order
n x p, which related records to fixed effect of breed group; u= the vector of
random additive genetic effect of hen; Z= the incidence matrix relating
records to the additive genetic effect of hen; and e= n x 1 vector of random
residual effects.
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Traits of EN90OD, EM90D, EN210D, EM210D, EN1IW/M, EM1W/M,
EN2D/W and EM2D/W can not be analyzed by MTAM because they were
distributed as a binomial distribution. Thus, multiple-trait Gibbs sampler
(Van Tassel and Van Vleck, 1995) used to analyses these traits which
developed to implement the Gibbs sampling (GS) algorithm for Bayesian
analysis of a brood range of animal models. The program of MTGSAM
allows analysis of several continuous and categorical variables can have any
number of levels (Bennewitz et al., 2007).

All calculations of variances and co-variances for multi-trait animal
model were carried out using the MTDFREML program (Boldman et al.,
1995) adapted to use spare matrix package, SPARSPAK, (George et al.,
1980; George and Ng, 1984). Convergence was assumed when the variance
of the log-likelihood values in the simplex reached <10°. Occurrence of
local maxima was checked by repeatedly restarting the analyses until the
log-likelihood did not change beyond the first decimal.

Estimation of heritability:
Estimates of heritability were calculated according the following
formula:
2

h? =

a

ol +o?

Where 6% and o are variances due to the effects of additive genetic and
random error, respectively.

Estimation of crossbreeding components:

Estimates of direct additive effect, maternal breed effect and direct
heterosis for all traits were calculated using the Software Package CBE
(Wolf, 1996). Estimates of each component were calculated according to
Dickerson (1969 & 1973) as follows:

1. Direct additive effect:

[(MN x MN — MA x MA) — (MA x MN — MN x MA)]/2.
2. Maternal breed genetic:

[(MA x MN — MN x MA)]/2.
3. Direct heterosis:

[(MN x MA + MA x MN) — (MN x MN + MA x MA)]/2.

871



Iragi, M. M.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Actual means:

Means presented in Table 2 showed that the MN strain was favored in
all the studied traits compared to MA strain. This may be due to genetic
make up of the two strains. The differences between the two strains were

highly significant (P=<0.01) for

PF10E. These differences could be encouraging factor to cross the strains.
EL-Labban (2000) and EL-Sisy (2001) found that MN strain had heaver
BWSM than MT. Generally, birds having higher BWSM produced more
eggs than those having relatively lower body weight (Mitra et al., 1976).

Comparing between purebreds and crossbreds, it is showed that MN x
MA cross had superiority in means for most the studied traits. Comparing
between the two reciprocal crosses, it is showed that means of MN x MA
cross were higher than the reciprocal one (MA x MN) for all the studied
traits except BWSM, PF10E and EMF10E. Thus, one would recommended
the poultry breeders in Egypt to use the MN x MA cross as egg production
type chickens.

Direct Additive effect (G):

Estimates of G' presented in Table 3 indicated that all effects are
positive (beyond ASM) and highl
traits (except ASM and PF10E). Percentages of these estimates were low
and mostly high, which ranged from -0.40 to 15.22% for productive traits
and 0.14 to 17.42 for partial recording of egg production traits. Nawar and
Abdou (1999) showed that percentages of G' were 37.4% for BWSM, —
12.5% for EN90D, 15.07% for EM90D and 23.6% for total egg mass when
crossed R.I.R sires to Fayoumi dams. Khalil et al. (2004) found that
percentages of G' were negative (-1.9%) for ASM, positive and highly
significant effect (36.4%) for BWSM and positive 26.5% for TEN in the
cross of White Leghorn x Baldi Saudi. Iraqi et al. (2007) found that

Fayoumi and White Leghorn breeds

16.2% and -15.6%, respectively in 4x4 diallel mating experiment in Egypt.

al | t he

signi fi

gave tfF

They added that percentage of G' for BWSMwassi gni fi cantly (P<O.

positive (31.7%) in Rhode Island Red, while it was negative (-28.6%) in
Fayoumi chickens.

Estimates of G' in the present study showed that MA-sired hens were
superior in most productive and partial recording for all egg production
traits compared to MN-sired hens (Table2). Nawar and Abdou (1990) found
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that pullets sired by RIR were superior in egg weight than pullets sired by
Fayoumi.

Maternal breed additive (GM):

Estimates of GV in Table 4 indicated that most effects of GM were
negative and ranged from low to moderate in magnitude for all the studied
traits. Percentages of GM ranged from -4.65 to 2.13% for productive traits
and from -3.33 to 0.24% for partial recording for egg production traits.
Another point of view, all effects of GM were non-significant with exception
of BWSM (P< 0 . 0 5 ) NawaAahdsAbdou (1999) showed that negative
maternal genetic effects for traits of ASM (-1.9%), BWSM (-4.36%) and
WFE (-6.8%). While they were positive for traits of EN90D (6.88%),
EMO90D (0.15%) and TEM (5.3%), when crossed R.I.R sires and Fayoumi
dams. Khalil et al. (2004) found that percentages of G™ were 6.5, -16.6 and
—9.0% for ASM, EN90D and annual egg number, respectively, in cross of
White Leghorn and Baladi Saudi chickens. They added that this effect was
highly si gni fRecendyn tragi EtPak ©2000) Ofdund . that
negative and highly significant
of ASM (-8.5%) and total egg production (-11.5%) in Dandarawi
chickens, BWSM (-6.3%) in R.I.R, EN90OD (-11.2%) in Fayoumi breed in
4x4 diallel mating experiment in Egypt.

Estimates of GM on most egg production traits in this study were in
favor of pullets mothered by MA. While, those pullets mothered by MN
were superior for only ASM, BWSM and EMP10E traits (Tables 4 and 5).
Significant superiority of MN dams for BWSM could be due to a large
BWSM (1468.3 gm). Similarly, Nawar and Abdou (1990) concluded that
pullets mothered by Fayoumi breed were superior to those mothered by
R.LR.

Heterosis:

Estimates of H' presented in Table 5 were highly significant for all the
studied traits and positive for all productive traits except ASM (-
2.45%), WFE (-4.74%), PF10E (-43.81%) and EMF10E (-6.51%) were
negative. Positive percentages of H' ranged from 7.86 to 36.15%. These
results indicated that crossing between MN and MA are associated with
existence of positive and high percentages of heterotic effects on all the
studied traits of egg production. These results fall within results of Bordas et
al. (1996), Khalil et al. (2004) and Iraqi et al. (2007) for ASM. They showed
that the negative percentages of H' ranged between -12.74 and -0.5% for
ASM. Also, Nawar and Abdou (1999), EL-Soudany (2003) and Iraqi et al.
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(2007) showed positive percentages of H' (ranged from 0.4 to 12.8%) for
BWSM.

Percentages of H' indicated that age at sexual maturity and periods of
first 10 eggs were significantly decreased by 2.45 and 43.81%, respectively.
These indicate that the two traits were improved by crossing. Percentages of
H' ranged from -2.45 to 36.15% for productive traits and from -43.81 to
29.66% for partial recording for egg production traits. Bordas et al. (1996)
found a significant (P<0.05) di
two lines of R.I.LR. Most of these ranges are within the ranges of those
compiled by Fairfull (1990) and Nawar and Bahie EL-Deen (2000).
Mahmoud et al. (1981), Bordas et al. (1996), Nawar and Abdou (1999) and
Iragi et al. (2007) showed that percentages of H' ranged from 3.6 to 54.7%,
4.4 to 22.5% for total egg number and total egg mass, respectively.

Variance components and heritabilities:

Estimates of additive (o) and residual (o) variances for trait of egg
production and partial recording are given in Table 6. Results showed that
percentages of o2 were low and moderate in magnitude for all the studied
traits and the percentages ranged from 1.3 to 27.6%. It is also showed that
BWSM had the highest percentage of o2 (27.6%), thus, this trait could be

improved also by direct selection. In general, percentages of o> for most

partial recording traits were moderate and higher than those for traits of egg
production, therefore, the improvement of egg production traits by selection
using partial recording could be possible. Ranges of additive variance
percentages in this study are fall within the ranges of 2.1 and 57.6% due to
sire components for egg production traits as reported by El-Labban (1984),
Wei and Van Der Werf (1995) and El-Labban (2000).

Heritability (h?) estimates presented in Table 6 indicated that BWSM
trait had the highest estimate (0.28), but the other traits had low heritability.
While, partial recording for egg production traits had low heritability.
Estimates of h? were 0.14, 0.16, 0.12, 0.13, 0.08 and 0.10 for traits of
PF10E, EMF10E, EN1W/M, EMI1W/M, EN2D/W and EM2D/W,
respectively. These estimates fall within the ranges obtained by El-Labban
(1984), Wei and Van Der Werf (1995), El-Labban (2000) and Kosba et al.
(2006) when used sire and/or animal model analyses. From the previous
results, one recommends that the traits of egg production can be improved
through selection by using partial recording of periods (in days) of first ten
eggs and egg mass for first ten eggs. This recommendation is very important
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to get short generation intervals and then the expected genetic gain is
increased.

CONCLUSIONS

o Based on heterosis effects, it could be concluded that crossing between
MN and MA are associated with existence of positive and high
percentages of heterotic effects on all the studied traits of egg
production.

o Estimates of G'in this study showed that MA-sired hens were superior
in most traits of egg production and partial recording of production
compared to MN-sired hens.

o Estimates of GM on most egg production traits were in favor of pullets
mothered by MA. While, those pullets mothered by MN were superior
for only ASM, BWSM and EMP10E traits.

o From the previous results, one recommends that the traits of egg
production can be improved through selection by using partial
recording of periods (in days) of first ten eggs and egg mass for first
ten eggs, thus the breeders could be short the generation intervals.
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Table 2: Means and standard error for productive and partial recording traits in Mandarah (MN), Matrouh (MA)

and their reciprocal crosses in chickens.

Trait” MN MA Purebred difference MN x MA MA x MN
No. Mean+S.E No. Mean+S.E Mean+S.E |Significance | No. MeanS.E No. | MeantS.E

Productive traits:
ASM Q: Qm<wv 190 165.6+0.40 199 166.2+0.39 -0.64+0.55 137 161.5+0.47 134 162.1+0.47
BWSM (gm) 190 | 1468.3+15.1 199 1264.5+14.71 203.8+21.1 *k 137 1448.0+17.61 | 134 | 1506.5+17.7
WFE GBV 190 38.5+0.29 199 35.9+0.29 2.57+0.41 ** 137 35.5+0.35 134 35.4+0.35
mZ©oUAm@©v 190 44.3+1.4 199 36.9+1.36 7.32+1.95 ** 137 57.2+1.64 134 53.4+1.67
EMO90D 6_.3 190 | 2005.1+60.7 199 1606.7+59.3 398.4+84.8 ** 137 23947715 134 2255.1+72.2
EN NHOUAmQQV 189 79.6%2.5 199 65.0+2.41 14.64+3.47 ** 137 93.8+2.90 134 88.7+2.93
EM NHOUGBV 189 | 3810.9+116 199 2986.9+113 824.0+126 ** 137 4197.8+£136 134 3986.9+138

Partial recording:
PF10E Q: va\mv 184 27.86+1.10 197 28.52+1.07 -0.66+1.53 128 16.21+1.32 126 15.47+1.33
EMF10E GBV 184 410.84+1.85 197 389.27+1.78 21.57+2.57 ** 128 373.04+2.21 126 374.98+2.23
_mZ“_.<<\_<_Am©©v 183 20.15+0.57 199 15.52+0.54 4.63+0.79 ** 134 22.72+0.66 129 21.57+0.67
EM1IW/M @_\3 183 951.57+27.0 199 705.24+25.90 246.33+37.4 ** 134 1026.8+31.55 129 984.52+32.2
mZNU\<<Am©8 183 21.62+0.67 199 17.42+0.64 4.2+0.93 ** 132 25.96+0.79 130 24.66+0.80
EM2D/W G:d 183 | 1035.40+31.6 199 808.47+30.32 226.93+43.8 ** 132 1162.2+37.23 130 1105.0+37.5

* ASM, BWSM, WFE, EN90D, EM90D, EN210D, EM210D, PF10E, EMF10E, EN1W/M, EM1W/M, EN2D/M,
EM2D/M= age at sexual maturity, body weight at sexual maturity, weight of the first egg, egg number at first 90-days,
egg mass at first 90-days, total egg number for 210-days, total egg mass for 210-days, period for first ten eggs, egg mass
for first ten eggs, egg number for one week per month, egg mass for one week per month, egg number for two days per
week, egg mass for two days per week, respectively.

**=P<0.01.
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Table 3: Estimates of direct additive effect ( GI ) and their

percentages for productive traits and partial

recording in

chickens.

Trait * G'+S.D G'% | Significant™"

Productive traits:
ASM (in days) -0.65+0.43 -0.40 N.S.
BWSM (gm) 72.65%£16.3 4.96 **
WFE (gm) 1.38+032 3.72 **
EN90D(egq) 5.54+1.52 13.67 **
EMO90D (gm) 269.0+66.2 14.90 **
EN 210D(egQ) 9.85+2.69 13.63 **
EM 210D(gm) 517.5£126.3 15.22 **x

Partial recording:
PF10E (in days) 0.04+1.21 0.14 N.S.
EMF10E (gm) 9.81+2.02 2.45 **
EN1W/M(egg) 2.66+0.61 16.20 *x
EM1W/M (gm) 144.3+29.3 17.42 **
EN2D/W(egQ) 2.75+0.73 14.09 *x
EM2D/W (gm) 142.1+34.3 15.41 **

" Traits as defined in Table (2).

*xk= P<0,01.

Table 4: Estimates of maternal effects (GM) and its percentage for
productive and partial recording traits in chickens.

Trait® (G" GV % | Significant’™"

Productive traits:
ASM (in days) 0.33+0.33 0.21 N.S.
BWSM (gm) 29.25+12.5 2.13 N.S.
WFE (gm) -0.9.5+£0.25 -0.29 *
EN90D(egQ) -1.89+1.17 -4.65 N.S.
EM90D (gm) -69.80+50.8 -3.86 N.S.
EN 210D(egQ) -2.53+2.1 -3.50 N.S.
EM 210D(gm) -105.5+96. 9 -3.10 N.S.

Partial recording:
PF10E (in days) -0.37+0.94 -1.42 N.S.
EMF10E (gm) 0.97+1.57 0.24 N.S.
EN1W/M(egg) -0.35+0.47 -1.97 N.S.
EM1IW/M (gm) -21.14+22.5 -2.55 N.S.
EN2D/W(egg) -0.65+0.56 -3.33 N.S.
EM2D/W (gm) -28.60+26.4 -3.10 N.S.

* Traits as defined in Table (2).

*= P< 0.05.
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Table 5: Heterosis estimates ( HI ) and their percentages for productive

traits and partial recording in chickens.

Trait" H'+S.D H' % Significant **

Productive traits:
ASM (in days) -4.08+0.43 -2.45 *k
BWSM (gm) 110.9+16.3 7.86 *k
WFE (gm) -1.75+0.32 -4.74 i
EN90D(egQ) 14.68+1.52 36.15 *k
EM90D (gm) 519.0466.2 28.74 *x
EN 210D(egQ) 19.0+2.69 26.29 *k
EM 210D(gm) 693. 5+126.3 20.40 *k

Partial recording:
PF10E (in days) | -12.35+1.21 | -43.81 ok
EMF10E (gm) -26.05+2.03 -6.51 *k
ENIW/M(egg) 4.31+0.61 24.16 ok
EM1W/M (gm) 177.3+29.3 21.40 *k
EN2D/W(egQ) 5.79+0.73 29.66 *k
EM2D/W (gm) 211.7+34.3 22.96 *k

* Traits as defined in Table (2 ).
T+ xx= Pp<(.01.

Table 6: Estimates of additive genetic (c2a), phenotypic (o2p) variances

and heritability (h2) for productive and partial recording traits in

chickens.
Trait” o’ o’ % 6% o’ % o, h?
Productive traits:
ASM (in days) 0.33 1.3 25.24 | 99.0 25.57 | 0.01
BWSM (gm) 9548.15 27.6 25031.33 | 72.0 34602.65 | 0.28
WFE (gm) 1.25 8.4 13.65 | 92.0 14.90 | 0.08
EN90D(egg) 14.06 45 296.68 | 95.5 310.74 | 0.05
EMO90D (gm) 37628.74 6.1 | 580140.65| 93.9 | 617769.40 | 0.06
EN 210D(egQ) 23.69 2.3 1016.34 | 97.7 1040.03 | 0.02
EM 210D(gm) 79892.07 3.4 | 2262205.53 | 96.6 2342098 | 0.03
Partial recording:
PF10E (in days) 26.80 13.9 164.79 | 86.1 19159 | 0.14
EMF10E (gm) 64.48 15.6 346.83 | 84.4 411.31| 0.16
EN1W/M(egg) 6.01 11.5 46.01 | 88.5 52.02 | 0.12
EM1IW/M (gm) | 15978.64 13.3 | 103987.30 | 86.7 | 119965.90 | 0.13
EN2D/W(egQ) 6.16 8.4 67.18 | 91.6 73.34| 0.08
EM2D/W (gm) | 16075.47 9.5| 152256.52 | 90.5 168332 | 0.10

* Traits as defined in Table (2).

878




Animal model, egg production, heritability, heterosis, maternal breed effect.

REFERENCES

Abdel-Gawad, E. M. 1981. The "Mandarah" a new breed of chickens.
Egypt. Poult. Sci. 1: 16 - 22.

Bennewitz, J.; Morgades, O.; Preisinger, R.; Thaller, G. and Kalm, E.
2007. Variance component and Breeding value estimation for
reproductive traits in laying hens using a Bayesian Threshold model.
Poult. Sci. 86: 823 — 828.

Boldman, K. G.; Kriese, L. A.; Van Vleck, L. D.; Van Tassel, C. P. and
Kachman, S. D. 1995. A manual for use of MTDFREML. A set of
programs to obtain estimates of variances and covariances (DRAFT).
U. S. Department of Agricultural, Research Service, USA.

Bordas, A.; Merat, P. and Minvielle, F. 1996. Heterosis in Egg-Laying
lines under divergent selection for residual feed consumption. Poult.
Sci. 75: 20 — 24.

Chih-Feng Chen; Yow-Ling Shiue; Cheng-Ju Yen; Pin-Chi Tang; Hui-
Chiu Chang and Yen-Pai Lee. 2007. Laying traits and underlying
transcripts, expressed in the hypothalamus and pituitary gland, that
were associated with egg production variability in chickens. Available
online.

Dickerson, G. E. 1969. Experimental approaches in utilizing breed
resources. Anim. Breed. Abstr. 37: 191-202.

Dickerson, G. E. 1973. Inbreeding and heterosis in animals. In: Proc. of
Animal Breeding and Genetics Symposium in Honor of Dr. Jay L.
Lush. American Soc. Anim. Sci., 54-77.

EL-Labban, A. F. M. 1984. Genetic and environmental factors affecting
some economical traits in fowl. Ph. D. Thesis. Fac. Agric. Zagazig
University.

EL-Labban, A. F. M. 2000. Genetic Study of egg laying performance in
four locally developed strains of chickens. J. Agric. Sci. Mansoura
Univ., 25 (6) 3187 - 3195.

EL-Labban, A. F. M.; Hanafi, M. S. and Khalil, M. H. 1991. Genetic
studies on egg production in Dokki-4 chicken. Annals of Agric. Sci.
Moshtohor, 29 (3): 1081 — 1094.

879



Iragi, M. M.

El-Sisy, M. G. 2001. Estimation of genetic and phenotypic parameters for
some productive traits in poultry. Ph. D. Thesis. Fac. Of Agric. At
Moshtohor, Zagazig Univ. Egypt.

EL-Soudany, S. M. 2003. Effect of crossbreeding between two strains of
chickens on productive performance. Ph. D. Thesis. Fac. of Agric., Ain
Shams Univ., Egypt.

Ezzeldin, Z. A. and Mostageer, A. 1984. Genetic and phenotypic
correlation between the animal egg production and different part
records in Fayoumi. Egypt. J. Anim. Prod., 24 (1-2): 69 — 78.

Fairfull, R. W. 1990. Heterosis. Pages 913 — 933 in: Poultry Breeding and
genetics. Crawford, R. D. ed. Elsevier Science publishers B. V.,
Amsterdam, The Netherlands.

George, A.; Liu, J. and Ng, E. 1980. User guide for SPARSPAK: Waterloo
sparse linear equations package. Cs — 78 — 30, Dept. Computer Sci.,
Univ. Waterloo, Waterloo, ON., Canada (Agri. Res. Serv., USA, 1995).

George, A. and Ng, E. 1984. A new release of SPARSPAK: The waterloo
sparse matrix package. Mimeo, Dept. Computer Sci. Univ. Waterloo,
Waterloo, ON., Canada (Agri. Res. Serv., USA, 1995).

Hanafi, M. S. and EL-Labban. A. F. M. 1984. On estimating genetic
parameters of partial egg production records and other related traits
in pullets of Dokki-4 chickens produced from triallel mating. Egypt. J.
Anim. Prod., 24 (1-2): 51 - 67.

Iragi, M. M. 2002. Genetic evaluation for egg quality traits in
crossbreeding experiment involving Mandarah and Matrouh chickens
using Animal Model. Egypt. Poult. Sci. Vol. 22 (I1l) Sept.: 711 — 726.

Iraqi, M. M.; Afifi, E. A.; EL-Labban, A. M. and Afram, M. 2007.
Heterotic and genetic components in 4x4 diallel mating experiment for
egg production traits in chickens. 4™ World Poult. Conf. 27 — 30
March 2007, Sharm EL-Sheikh, Egypt.

Khalil, M. K.; AL-Homidan, A. H. and Hermes, |. H. 2004.
Crossbreeding components in age at first egg and egg production for
crossing Saudi chickens with white Leghorn. Livestock Res. for Rural
Development. 16 (1).

Kosba, M. A.; Farghaly, M. H.; Bahie EL-Deen, M.; Iraqi, M. M.; EL-
Labban, A. F. M. and Abd EL-Halim, H. A. 2006. Genetic trends
and evaluation for some productive traits in Alexandria chickens.
Egypt. Poult. Sci. 26: 1497 — 1513.

880



Animal model, egg production, heritability, heterosis, maternal breed effect.

Mahmoud, T. H.;Madkour, Y. H.; Sayed, I. F. and Harirah, K. M.
1974. "Matrouh™ a new breed of chickens. Agricultural Research
Review, 52: 87 - 96, Cairo, Egypt.

Mahmoud, T. H.; Kosba, M. A.; Safaa, M. H. and Afaf, I. E. 1981.
Breed by Location interaction and crossbreeding as factors influenced
Egg production. Agricultural Research Review, (59) 6: 233 - 248,
Cairo, Egypt.

Mielenz, N.; Groeneveld, E.; Muller, J. and Spilke, J. 1994,
Simultaneous estimation of variances and covariances using REML
and Henderson 3 in a selected population of White Leghorn. British.
Poult. Sci. 35 (5): 669 — 676.

Mitra, A.; Patro, B. N. and Bala, M. K. 1976. Effect of age and body
weight at sexual maturity on egg production. Indian Jour. Poult. Sci.
11: 150 -155.

Nawar, M. E. and Abdou, F. H. 1999. Analysis of Heterotic Gene action
and Maternal effects in Crossbred Fayoumi chickens. Egypt. Poult.
Sci. 19 (1) 671 — 689.

Nawar, M. E. and Bahie EL-Deen 2000. A comparative study of some
economical traits of seven genotypes of chickens under intensive
production system. Egypt. Poult. Sci. Vol. 20 (1V) Dec.: 1031 — 1045.

Nurgiartiningsih, V. M. A.; Mielenze, N.; Preisinger, R. and Schmutz,
M. 2004. Estimation of genetic parameters based on individual and
group mean records in laying hens. Br. Poult. Sci. 45, 5: 604 — 610.

SAS 1996. SAS' Procedure Guide. "Version 6.12 Ed." SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC,
USA.

Sheridan, A. K. 1981. Crossbreeding and heterosis. Anim. Breed. Abstr.,
49 (3): 131-141.

Van Tassell, C. P. and Van Vleck, L. D. 1995. A manual for use of
MTGSAM. A set of fortran programs to apply Gibbs sampling to

Animal models for variance component estimation (DRAFT). U. S.
Dep. of Agri., Agri. Res. Serv.

Wei, M. and Van der werf, J. H. J. 1995. Genetic correlation and
Heritabilities for purebred and crossbred performance in poultry egg
production traits. J. Anim. Sci. 73: 2220 — 2226.

881



Iragi, M. M.

Willham, R. L. and Pollak, E. 1985. Heterosis and crossbreeding. Dairy
Sci. 68: 2411 — 2417.

Wolf, J. 1996. User’s Manual for the Software Package CBE, Version 4.0
(A universal program for estimating crossbreeding effects). Research
Institute of Animal Production, Prague-Uhrineves, Czech Republic.

n20NKF Jbb Ar OF

eB eygloblNtO BA> w232th ¢T Wy >}HOF 6F 9
cAjrlOF 6FTCIOF

cUFOK ¢30lMB pHT | B

OTFiBF N3 B QUBBIFItd 1 wkk P OYJFIORYY BIFbg x b F 6 [ L
mmiragi2006 @ yahoo.com:c Xx MO 3 bIlOb F CT1 O3 OF

Wb B wy XF *HOFM uwmOlIr OF wlOsl® nOmMmuy F ¢ Aj r HOF
) wyXFpm WB2B m 71 Yeup/l ptGEFaky SUKt FUrFiikg @ AABF A m> Y
C3K ACHIFM Or NIOF ¢ k(wywhbiplOF KQFr iy PATOF> M F ey
eB nNOOMUR3IKHMY JIOF wAsb ACmm Wy JOF pCK i
OF OFFIeUyF?) wytHALCICe K WMPRHOF ays b gCmm ¢ AblO
wAgb AoCm WOMBM dfFlly?d WOIT K bmY FnanyT 4d4ny
. 0Onl 9b eB bMuUuF WUHYBUF bbo3 WNyJOF wdAsb
bCnae agFHY]j] IOF 6MHrx aChkbghF CUM _ WHBY
YF XFYJOF 3y djb ¢cT EX}tIO

whmMp Cr OF YfF YhIOF 2ObLc 8T PRITe§FF £ x IORJp €8 Y HOH :
FCK fFryT dfF YHhIOF 3ObllO wtH3JIT OF wy OF K ey 3IlC
OXuF YdFORCBbWIAKK bBbmY FanyT UNYmM c¢9lOF W
4dr Y hIOF O KHO 3w OB /la LIOF FORy wEt K 0 rO § 1 rBOFT cuji
UlFhly 2 WOT K bmMY FayT UnNYm cslOF WO YIOF
Wr (p04.66F wl oH@®.24) yllYbPe®Bc MFOPHHF H ayuF 9YFOy X'Ybh
CIOF dfrlly? WOT K b%MB.8F rneysT UWHIT ¥%m rckaFOFe yW OnstOFRHOF
wY RO ¢ XFpH.BOF 3 il F bleOOmni®m WIE 8@6Fl% CK wY hIio
UXFb 003uF @28 Fp xdKLFF XRAO s BIKF o6 LI3 IOF
63/1B ¢cT ®HY3gB OMOTE8 e dYH auuRBIHOEF TWCIKDP 3 BF
WpC3B MHAY pMIOF 6FTCIHF?2 wxpfrUs Wy YK

WOT NNIOF 6F 9 xw WCs whrF3m wy Ot IOF 9wt [ IOF
WCe 3A4YT Fre OFtTCKF nT WNy3KWF OF3gxwm wYh
bfF COEMFM UUHKF OTHT F

882



