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Abstract
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The hatchery sanitation has a significant Chen %(2002)¢} ¥ dA7] W $E2E o] &3
impact on chick quality. This study was NAE 29%d ety ATFE FPUY. o9 2
carried out to investigate the bacterial ol ool FstgAel 3t A7 Eurt glon,
contamination in the broiler hatchery. The Ul A= olo] whe At ul$- =8 Aot {1
aerosol bacterial contamination was low except g9l EFT AS Wolg] A9 FFgom <3l
for the operating hatcher that the bacterial 27194 571 AR 7€ 2 ARFE AR U
counts were measured almost over 300 o 7hae] AN g E4E Y = F Q)
counts/64crt. The bacterial contamination of o oA o] A E dA U SAFE ¥
the facilities and equipments had a similar AFEE dolry] 9ot AR QFEE AFsid]
tendency as compared with the aerosol AL AFE Husle blo|uh,

bacterial contamination. More than six groups
of the Salmonelia species were isolated almost
from the hatcher and the related facilities and M=z o ay
equipments. Also, in this study, we compared

the effects of four methods of 37% formalin 1. 73 371 5 daiAld L9 % 24}
adminstration in hatcher. At hatch, the 23U 28 43 $ 535 SR dad
aerosol bacterial counts in hatcher receiving Aol a8d ulgl 20-257%d Weld 1LY
37% formalin as constant rate infusion 4N AFRE TRAIA AR o] ZEP AT
method during hatching were significantly A, A=gHER], AEZEGHMAE o] Eale] Uut
lower than in each hatcher receiving 37% A, AgadTF, FBo15E 44 S8tk
formalin once at transfer and not receiving

37% formalin, respectively(p<0.05). 2. ¥ A 9 Anjo AEdsE A}
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