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Abstract: The density of broiler breeding is deeply concerned by the agriculture industry. Its size directly affects the

total production profit and plays an important role in the growth, health and welfare of broilers. This article reviewed

the effects of feeding density on broiler performance, immune function, intestinal health, leg health and behavioral

changes of broilers, and introduced the effects of breed, sex, feeding method, group size and environmental conditions

on broiler feeding density. The study would provide theoretical support for the following related research.
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