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OBJECTIVE
The prevalence of keel bone fractures is high in aviary systems. Potential causes are falls and collisions that occur as birds move

between the tiers and perches. We investigated whether the addition of rampsbetween tiers 1n an aviary system affects
incidence of falls and collisions and consequently the prevalence of keel bone fractures in laying hens.

METHODS
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RESULTS
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CONCLUSION
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Fig. 4: Percentage of keel bone fractures over the entire laying cycle. GLMM, control vs. ramp ]aylng hens and are a promlSlng tool to reduce keel bone damage

design: Z = -2.84, P = 0.0046
of laylng hens in aviary systems.



