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Pe3rome

Heap. 3ydyeHne reHeTHIeCKOro moauMopdu3Ma SpUTPOIUTAPHBIX aHTUTEHOB y KPYITHOTO POTaTo-
ro CKOTa KaJIMBIIIKOM, Ka3aXCKOW OEIOoroiaoBoi, repedopICKO U CHMMEHTAIILCKON TTOPO/I, OIleHKa
MX T€HETUYECKON CTPYKTYPhI, a TAKKE CPAaBHUTEIBbHBIN aHAIM3 TPy KPOBHU KAJIMBIIIKOTO CKOTa B
Pecnyonuke KanMmbikusi u AcTpaxaHCKO# 00J1acTH.

MartepuaJjbl 1 MeToAbl. [IpoBeIcHA CpaBHUTENbHAS XapPAKTEPUCTUKA TEHETUYECKON CTPYKTYPHI 11O
rpynnaM KpoBHU KaJIMBILKOro ckoTa PecnyOnuku KalMbIkus ¢ KpyIHBIM pOraThiM CKOTOM Ka3ax-
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CKOM 0eiorosioBoil, repeop/ickoi, CHMMEHTaIbCKOM M KaJIMBIIIKOW mopojaMu AcTpaxaHCKoO# 00-
nactu. TecTupoBaHME MO rpyInnaM KpPOBHU MPOBOJAUIOCH IO CTaHAAPTHBIM MeToaukaMm (Neimann-
Sorensen) ¢ ucrnoJjib3oBaHueM MoHocrenuduiyeckux cbiBopoTok (Nei M. and Li W.H., 1979) npo-
u3BojacTBa OAO «Camapckoe» 1o mieMeHHo# padoTe.

Pe3yabTarhl. IMMyHOreHeTHYECKOE TECTUPOBAHUE KMBOTHBIX MPOBOIUIIOCH MO CTAHIAPTHHIM Me-
Toaukam (Neimann-Sorensen) ¢ MCIOJIb30BAaHUEM PEAreHTOB — MOHOCIEIU(UUECKUX CHIBOPOTOK,
npousBoauMbIix B OAO «Camapckoe» Mo mieMeHHOW padoTe. AHaIu3 UMMYHOT€HETUYECKOTO Te-
CTUPOBAHUS CKOTa KaJMBILIKOU MOpojbl B Pecniyonmke KanMbikus yCTaHOBUI HAaMOOJIBIIYIO 4acToO-
Ty BcTpeuaeMocTu aHTUreHoB B2 (69%), E'3 (82%), C1 (88%), W (67%), Z (71%) u HauMeHbIIIYIO
gacTtoTy BcTpeuaemoctd — B' (15%), Q (10%), C2 (17%), F (19%). TectupoBanue mno rpynmnam
KPOBH Ka3aXxCKOW OeorosoBoi moposl mokasano, uro anturensl Al, I', C1, W, L, F umenn BoIcO-
KOM MOKa3aTelab 4acTOThI M cocTaBIisin 63; 79; 73; 66; 91; 87% coorBeTrcTBeHHO. HM3kmii mokas3a-
TeJb 4acTOThl y aHTUreHoB B2 (20%), G3 (11%), Y2 (2%), F' (11%), C2 (5%), X2 (5%), U (12%).
Takue anturensl, kak O2 u H", He BcTpeuanuch BooOmie. Hanbompimas yactora BCTpe4aeMOCTH
APUTPOLIMTAPHBIX AaHTUT'€HOB repedopacKoi moposl Obuia y aHTureHoB G2 (69%), O3 (65%), O4
(58%), Y2 (67%), Q (61%), C2 (72%), X2 (59%), L (71%), V (68%), nHaumenbiias — y B2 (15%),
I1 (14%), I' (17%), R2 (13%). Haubonpiias yacToTa BCTPEUAEMOCTH CHUMMEHTAIBCKOW TOPOIbI
HaOmromanack y anturena A2 — 66%, Y2 — 77%, C1 — 91%, F — 90%, H” — 65%. Haumenpmras ya-
cToTa Habmoganach y antureHoB B2 — 5%, I1 — 12%, F' — 11%. Aunturenst A2, I', W u U” He
BCTpeYaIuch BooOIIe. TecTupoBaHue IO TI'pymIiaM KPOBH KPYIHOI'O POTaTOro CKOTa KaJIMBIIKOM
MOpPOJbl ACTpaxaHCKOM 00JacTH ITOKa3ajgo, YTO MaKCHMaJIbHYH 4YacTOTYy BCTPEUAEMOCTH HMEIU
anturensl A2 — 100%, I1 — 70%, A'2 — 90%, O4 — 70%, E'3 — 92%, F' — 70%, R2 — 94%, L — 90%,
F—71% u Z — 100%. Anturensl ¢ MuHUMaibHOU yactoTon — O2 (1%), I' (2%), C2 (11%), S1 (1%).
Takwne anTUreHsl, kak O3 u Q, He HaOMIOMAIUChH BOOOIIIE.

3aki09eHue. YCTAaHOBJIEHO, UTO CKOT KaJIMBILIKOW MTOPOAbI, Pa3BOAUMBIN B KaiMbIkuu, OTIHYAET-
Cs OT )KMBOTHBIX, Pa3BOJIMMBIX B JPYToM 30HE, oOecIieunBas JJajibHeHIIee COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUE T10-
poabl. 'eHeTHYEeCKui CTaTyC MIEMEHHOIO ITOT0JIOBbS KaJIMBIIIKOTO cKoTa PecryOauku KanMbikus u
Ka3aXxCKOM 0eoroyioBoi, repeopAckoil, CHMMEHTAJIbCKOM M KaJMBIIIKOM AcCTpaxaHCKOW 00JIacTH
CBHJICTEILCTBYET O TEHETHUECKOM pa3HOOOpa3uu, 0 pa3HOHAIIPABICHHOM CEJIEKIIMOHHO-TIJIEMEHHOMN
paboTe B cTamax.

KiarwueBble c10Ba: KaJIMBIIKAA CKOT, MOJIMMOPGHU3M, Ka3zaxckas OelorojioBas Mopojia, CHMMEH-
TaJbCKas Mopoja, repedopackas mopoaa, SpUTpoIMTapHbie (akTOphl KPOBH, 4aCTOTa BCTPEUAEMO-
CTHU aHTUI€HOB

Abstract

Aim. The study of the genetic polymorphism of erythrocyte antigens in Kalmyk, Kazakh white-
headed, Hereford and Simmental cattle, to evaluate their genetic structure, and to compare the
blood groups of Kalmyk cattle in the Republic of Kalmykia and the Astrakhan region.

Materials and Methods. A comparative characterization of the genetic structure by blood groups of
Kalmyk cattle of the Republic of Kalmykia with cattle of the Kazakh Whitehead, Hereford, Simmen-
tal and Kalmyk breeds of the Astrakhan region was carried out. Blood group testing was conducted
according to standard methods (Neimann-Sorensen) using monospecific serum (Nei M. and Li
W.H., 1979) produced by JSC "Samarskoye" for breeding work.

Results. Immunogenetic testing of animals was performed according to standard methods
(Neimann-Sorensen) using reagents — monospecific serum produced by JSC "Samarskoye" for
breeding work. Analysis of immunogenetic testing of Kalmyk cattle in the Republic of Kalmykia es-
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tablished the highest frequency of B2 (69%), E'3 (82%), C1 (88%), W (67%), Z (71%) antigens and
the lowest frequency of B' (15%), O (10%), C2 (17%), F (19%). Blood group testing of Kazakh
white-headed breed showed that A1, I', C1, W, L, I antigens had a high frequency index and were
63; 79, 73; 66; 91, 87%, respectively. The antigens B2 (20%), G3 (11%), Y2 2%), F' (11%), C2
(5%), X2 (5%), U' (12%) had a low frequency rate. Antigens such as O2 and H" were not found at
all. The highest frequency of occurrence of the Hereford antigens was in G2 (69%), O3 (65%), O4
(58%), Y2 (67%), QO (61%), C2 (72%), X2 (59%), L (71%), V (68%), the lowest in B2 (15%), 11
(14%), I' (17%), R2 (13%). The highest frequency of the Simmental breed was observed for the A2
antigen at 66%, Y2 at 77%, CI at 91%, F at 90%, and H' at 65%. The lowest frequency was ob-
served for the B2 antigen — 5%, 11 — 12%, F'— 11%. Antigens A'2, I', W and U’ did not occur at all.
Blood group testing of Kalmyk breeds of Astrakhan cattle showed the highest frequency of antigens
A2 —100%, 11 — 70%, A'2 — 90%, O4 — 70%, E'3 — 92%, F'— 70%, R2 — 94%, L — 90%, F — 71%
and Z — 100%. Antigens with minimal frequency are O2 (1%), I' (2%), C2 (11%), SI (1%). Antigens
such as O3 and Q were not observed at all.

Conclusion. It has been established that the cattle of the Kalmyk breed bred in Kalmykia differs
from the animals bred in another zone, providing further improvement of the breed. The genetic sta-
tus of the breeding stock of the Kalmyk cattle of the Republic of Kalmykia and the Kazakh white-
headed, Hereford, Simmental and Kalmyk of the Astrakhan region indicates genetic diversity, mul-
tidirectional selection and breeding work in the herds.

Keywords: Kalmyk cattle, polymorphism, Kazakh white-headed breed, Simmental breed, Hereford
breed, erythrocyte blood factors, frequency of antigens

Beenenne. B HacTosiee BpeMs NEPBOCTENEHHOE HAYYHOE M MPAKTUYECKOE 3HAYEHUE OTBO-
JIUTCS COBPEMEHHBIM METOAAM CEJIEKIIMHU KPYITHOTO POTaTOro CKOTa, BBIBEJCHUIO HOBBIX 3aBOJICKHX
TUIIOB, JINHUM C BBICOKOM TJIEMEHHOM IIEHHOCTHIO, XOPOIIO aJallTUPOBAHHBIX K MECTHBIM YCJIOBU-
aM. B COBpeMEHHOU CENeKIIMOHHO-TUIEMEHHONW paboTe 0co00€e 3HAUCHHE MMEIOT HUCCIEIOBAaHUE U
MCMOJIb30BAHNE UMMYHOTE€HETUYECKUX MOKA3aTEIEH KUBOTHBIX, TOCKOJIBKY JTA€T MPEACTABICHUE O
TEHETUYECKON CTPYKTYpPE TMOMYJISIUA U BIIOCIECACTBUU MO3BOJISIET 1IEJICHAIIPABICHHO BECTH CEJICK-
IIMOHHYIO paboTy ¢ HuUMHU [ 1-6].

OTKpBITHE aHTUTCHHBIX SPUTPOLUTAPHBIX (PAKTOPOB CO3/1aJI0 HEOOXOIUMBIE YCIOBUS JJISl TI0-
Jy4eHUs] OOBEKTUBHOM OIEHKM TN€HOTHUIA KMBOTHBIX, aHAIM3a T€HETHUYECKON CTPYKTYphI pa3iny-
HBIX MOMYJIAIMK, OCYIIECTBICHUSI MOHUTOPHUHIA, OMPEICICHUS] MAPKEPOB NMPOAYKTUBHOCTH, a TaK-
K€ JIJIS BBISIBJICHUS JTYYIIIEd COYETAEMOCTH POJAUTEIbCKHUX Map.

['eHeTHUECKOE MAapKUPOBAHUE TO3BOJISIET CPABHUBATH MOMYJIAIMU CKOTa MO YPOBHIO OMOpas-
HOOOpa3usi, IPOBOJUTH T€HETUUYECKYIO0 AU PepeHINaI0 TUHUI U CEMEICTB, MOHUTOPUHT T'€HO-
dboHIa TOPO/IBI, OIEHUBATH M IPOTHO3UPOBATH 3P (HEKTUBHOCTD IIIEMEHHOU padoThl [7-10; 11-14].

NMMYHOTEHETUYECKOE TECTUPOBAHUE >KUBOTHBIX MPUMEHSIETCA ISl MPOBEPKU HCTUHHOCTH
MIPOUCXO0KACHUS )KUBOTHBIX HA OCHOBE COIOCTABJIEHUS AJUIEIBbHBIX BAPHUAHTOB — I'PYIN KPOBH IO-
TOMKA U ero poauteneu. Mcnonb30BaHME MMMYHOT€HETUUECKAX MapKEepOB MO3BOJISIET IMOBBIIIATH
3 PEKTUBHOCTH CENEKIMU B TOPOJIax U MOMYJSIIUIX KPymHOTro poratoro ckota [15-17; 18-20].

[lenbto uccieaoBaHUsI ObUIO CPABHEHHE T€HETHUYECKOW CTPYKTYPhl aHTUTCHHBIX 3PUTPOIIU-
TapHBIX (PAKTOPOB KPYITHOTO POTATOTO CKOTa KAJIMBIIIKOM, Ka3aXCKOW O€JI0T0JI0BOM, repedopacKon
Y CUMMEHTAIIbCKOM MOPO/I.

Martepuajbl M MeToAbl. bbula NMpoBeAEHA CPABHUTEIIBLHAS XAPAKTEPUCTUKA T€HETHYECKOU
CTPYKTYpHI IO TPYyIIaM KPOBU KaJIMBIIKOTO ckoTa PecryOnuku KanMblkusi ¢ KpymHBIM pOraThbiM
CKOTOM Ka3axCKoil 0eoroyioBoi, repeopackoil, CHMMEHTAIbCKON M KaJIMBIIKON IOpojJ AcTpa-
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xaHCKoU obyactu. TecTupoBaHHWe MO TpymnnaM KPOBU MPOBOJUIOCH MO CTAaHJAAPTHBIM METOIUKAM
(Neimann-Sorensen) ¢ WcCnojib30BaHUEM MoHocnenuduueckux chiBopotok (Neit M and Li WH,
1979) npouzoactBa OAO «Camapckoe» no MmiIeMeHHOU padoTe.

YacToTy BCTpeuaeMOCTH aHTUT€HOB ONPEIEISIN Mo popMyie:

p=n/N,

IJIE P — YacTOTa OMNPEEIsIEMOro aHTUT'€HA; N — KOJUYECTBO 0COOEH ¢ JaHHBIM aHTUT€HOM; N
— 00111e€ KOJTMYECTBO KUBOTHBIX.

['eHeTHYeCKUE pacCTOSHUS ObLIIM BHIYUCIICHBI IO (hopMYyJIe:

2 M b;

v a b

I =

D=—-Inl

Bce )XuBOTHBIE HAXOJIWIIUCH B OJMHAKOBBIX YCIOBUSX MIPU YUCTOMIOPOAHOM Pa3BEACHUU.

Pe3yabTaThl u 00cy:kaeHue. Bapuanus annenodoHa KPymHOT0 porartoro ckoTa pa3HaIx Io-
poxa no 30 antureram coctapisieT oT 0 1o 100% (Tabauma 1).

B pe3ynbraTte MUMMYHOTE€HETUUECKOTO TECTUPOBAHUS CKOTa KaJMBIIIKOM Mopoisl B PecmyOmm-
ke KanMbIKusi yCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO HaWOOJBIIYI0 YaCTOTy BCTPEUAEMOCTH HMMEIU aHTUreHbl B2
(69%), E'3 (82%), C1 (88%), W (67%), Z (71%). HaumeHblIyt0 4acTOTy BCTPEUYAEMOCTH UMEITU
anturensl B' (15%), Q (10%), C2 (17%), F (19%)).

TecTtupoBanue 1Mo rpymnmnaM KpoBH Ka3axCKOW O€I0roJioBOoM mopoj bl AcCTpaxaHCKOW 001acTu
nmokasano, uro antureusl Al, I', C1, W, L, F uMmenn BBICOKOM IMOKa3aTesIb YaCTOTHI M COCTABIISIIIN
63; 79; 73; 66; 91; 87% cooTBeTcTBeHHO. HU3KMI1 TOKa3aTesb 4acToThl Y aHTUreHoB B2 (20%), G3
(11%), Y2 (2%), F' (11%), C2 (%5), X2 (%5), U” (12%). Takue anturensl, kak O2 u H", ne BcTpe-
4aJuch BOOOIIIE.

HawnOonpiiiasi 4acToTa BCTPEYAEMOCTU 3PUTPOLIUTAPHBIX AHTUTEHOB repeopACKON MOPOIbI
ActpaxaHnckoi o6mactu Osuta y anTureHoB G2 (69%), O3 (65%), O4 (58%), Y2 (67%), Q (61%),
C2 (72%), X2 (59%), L (71%), V (68%), naumenbias —y B2 (15%), I1 (14%), I' (17%), R2 (13%).

CuMMeHTanbCKasi TOpoJia KPYIMHOTO POraroro ckota AcTpaxaHCKOM 00JacTH Takxke Oblia
npoTtectupoBana 1o 30 aHTUreHam, rae HauboJIbIIasg YacToTa BCTPEUAEMOCTH HaOII0JaIach y aH-
tureHa A2 — 66%, Y2 — 77%, C1 — 91%, F — 90%, H” — 65%. Haunmenbmas gactora HaOI101a1aCh
y aHTtureHoB B2 — 5%, I1 — 12%, F' — 11%. Auturenst A'2, I', W u U” He BcTpedaauch BOOOIIIE.

TectupoBaHue Mo rpynmnamM KpoBU KPYITHOTO POTAaTOr0 CKOTa KaJIMbILKON MOpObl AcCTpaxaH-
CKOM 00JacTH MOKa3ajo, YTO MaKCHUMaJbHYH YacTOTy BCTPEUYAeMOCTH HMEIM aHTWUTeHbl A2 —
100%, 11 — 70%, A'2 — 90%, O4 —70%, E'3 — 92%, F' — 70%, R2 — 94%, L — 90%, F — 71% u Z —
100%. Auturensl ¢ munuMainbHol yactoTor — O2 (1%), I' (2%), C2 (11%), S1 (1%). Takue antu-
resbl, kak O3 u Q, He HabJII0JaIMCh BOOOIIIE.

AHaJIN3 aHTUT€HHBIX CBOMCTB I'PYIN KPOBU MO3BOJIMII MPOBECTU CPABHUTEIBHYIO XapaKTepu-
CTUKY ajuieno(oHa KaaMbIKOTo ckoTta Pecryonuku Kaambikus co CKOTOM pa3HbIX mopoa Actpa-
XaHCKOM 00J1acTH.

AHamM3 TEeHETHYECKOTO CTaTyca pa3HbIX TMOPOJ BBISIBUJ AHTHTCHBI, BCTPEUAOIIUECS C
HanOOJIBIIEeH YACTOTON KaK Y KaJIMBIIIKOW MOPOJBI, TaK U B Apyrux. Tak, Hanmpumep, antured Al c
HauOOJIbIIIEH YaCTOTOM BCTpedaeTcs y Kaimbllkoit moponbl PK (67%), kazaxckoit GemoronoBoi
(63%) u xanmbitkoi AO (60%). AaTuren A2 umMeeT MaKCUMAJIbHYIO YacTOTY y KaJMBIIIKOM MOpo-
16l PK (66%), cumMenTanbekoit (66%) u kanMbiikoit AO (100%).

29



AzpapHo-nuuiessvle UHHOBAUUU

Agrarian-and-food innovations

N 2(18), 2022
2022;18(2)

Tao6auua 1. CpaBHUTENIbHAS XapaKTepUCTHKA ajieaodoH1a

KPYITHOT'O POTraToro CKOTa pa3HbIX MOPO/I
Table 1. Comparative characteristics of the allelofond of cattle of different breeds

Kazaxckas Kanmbikas
Kanmpikas | 6enoronoBast | ['epedopackas | Cummenrtanbekas | (ActpaxaHckast 001.)
Cucrema | AHTUTEH n-1918 n-200 n-50 n-50 n-70
System | Antigen Kalmyk Kazakh Hereford Simmental Kalmyk
n-1918 white-head n-50 n-50 (Astrakhan region)
n-200 n-70
A Al 0,67 0,63 0,18 0,43 0,6
A2 0,66 0,45 0,29 0,66 1
B B2 0,69 0,20 0,15 0,05 0,2
G2 0,27 0,28 0,69 0,39 0,2
G3 0,35 0,11 0,24 0,14 0,9
I1 0,33 0,50 0,14 0,12 0,7
A2 0,32 0,49 0,25 - 0,9
02 0,64 - 0,30 0,49 0,01
03 0,23 0,17 0,65 0,39 -
04 0,23 0,21 0,58 - 0,7
Y2 0,43 0,02 0,67 0,77 0,2
B' 0,15 0,40 0,2 0,04 0,3
D’ 0,61 0,55 0,26 0,17 0,21
E’3 0,82 0,22 0,22 0,30 0,92
F' 0,6 0,11 0,24 0,11 0,7
r 0,32 0,79 0,17 - 0,02
0} 0,62 0,27 0,55 0,22 0,5
Q 0,10 0,17 0,61 0,06 -
C Cl 0,88 0,73 0,35 0,91 0,32
C2 0,17 0,05 0,72 0,94 0,11
R2 0,29 0,50 0,13 0,20 0,94
W 0,67 0,66 0,21 - 0,5
X2 0,43 0,05 0,59 0,14 0,22
L 0,2 0,91 0,71 0,23 0,90
F-V F 0,19 0,87 0,47 0,90 0,71
\Y 0,49 0,19 0,68 0,28 0,33
EAS S1 0,41 0,33 0,46 0,13 0,01
H” 0,41 - 0,18 0,65 0,4
u” 0,55 0,12 0,21 - 0,3
EAZ Z 0,71 0,46 0,25 0,25 1

Anturen Y2 umeeT HauOoJbIIMK TMoOKazaTenb y repedopackoi mopoasl (67%) u cuMMeH-
Tanbckot (77%).

Yacrora BcTpeuaemoctu aHtureHa E'3 mMakcumanbHa TOJBKO y KaaMbIIKOW mopoasl B PK

(88%) nu AO (92%), ucxonast U3 3TOr0, MOKHO MPEJIOJAaraTh TUMMYHOCTh 3TOTO AHTUICHA JAHHOU

opoJie.

Anturen C1 BcTpeyaeTcs ¢ BBICOKOM 4acToToM y KanMbIlkor nopoabl PK (88%), kazaxckoi

oesorosioBoit (73%) u cummenTanbckon (91%). Yactora BctpeyaeMoctu antureHa C2 HanOoJbIas

y repedopackoii (72%) u cumMeHnTanbekoi mopo (94%).

Anturen W nmMeeT BBICOKHI TTOKa3aTelb y KaiMbllikoi moposl PK (67%) u kazaxckoii 6erno-

roJjioBoit (66%). Beicoka yactoTa BcTpeuaeMocTd aHTUreHa L y kazaxckoit 6enoronosoii (91%), re-
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pedopackoit (71%) u kanmeikoit AO (90%). MakcumanbHOE 3HaUYeHHE aHTUreHa F HaOmromaeTcs
y Ka3axcKou 06enorosioBoit (87%), cummenTanbekou (90%) u kanmbikoi AO (71%).

HawnOonpiiiast yactota aHTUreHa Z, BCTpEUArOasicsl TOJbKO y KanMbllkoi nopoasl PK (71%)
u Actpaxanckoit oomactu (100%), Takke MOKET CBUIETEIHLCTBOBATh O MPUHAJICKHOCTH 3TOTO aH-
TUT€HA TAHHOW TTOPOJIE.

Taxkum oOpazom, MpoaHAIM3UPOBAB TPYIIIBI KPOBH KPYITHOTO POTaTOro CKOTa PasHbIX MOPOI,
MBI YCTaHOBMWJIM T€HETUUYECKYIO CTPYKTYPY KaKJA0M MOPOAbI, UTO B MOCIEACTBUU BO3MOKHO OyAeT
CBSI3aTh UX C XO3MCTBEHHO-IIOJIE3HBIMU MTPU3HAKAMHU PA3HBIX MMOPOJI CKOTA.

TpaauimoHHass OIEHKa CEJIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHBIX KUBOTHBIX IO MOP(OGYHKIIMOHAIBLHBIM H
(EHOTUIIMYECKUM MpPHU3HAKAM YK€ HE COOTBETCTBYET TPEOOBAHHUSM, MPEAbIBISIEMbIM K CEICKIIHUM.
B cBsi3u ¢ 3TUM OJHOM M3 TJIABHBIX 3aj7lad B TUIEMEHHOUW paboTe SIBISETCS MCCIACIOBAHHUE MOJIUMOP-
¢dbr3Ma reHeTHYECKUX CUCTEM KPOBH, B YaCTHOCTH, TPYIIN KPOBH.

XapakTEepUCTUKA T€HETUYECKON CTPYKTYPbl KPYITHOI'O pOraToro CKOTa pasHbIX MOPOJ MO aH-
TUT€HHBIM (paKTOpaM KPOBM MOKa3ajia, YTO MOJUMOPOU3M IPUTPOIUTAPHBIX aHTUT€HOB JOCTATOY-
HO pa3HOOOpa3eH.

HaubounbIiass gacToTa BCTPEYAEMOCTH AHTUI'C€HOB KaJIMBIIKOHN Mopojbl B Pecnyonuke Kai-
meikus: B2, E'3, C1, W, Z, naumensmas — B', Q, C2, F.

Hanbompiast yacToTa BCTpeYaeMOCTH aHTUTEHOB Kazaxckou OemoronoBoii: Al, I', C1, W, L,
F, nanmensmas — B2, G3, Y2, F', C2, X2, U”. Takue anturensl, kak O2 u H", He BcTpedanucek BO-
ob1e.

MakcumaibHas 4acToTa BCTPEYAEMOCTH IPUTPOILUTAPHBIX aHTUTEHOB repeopACKOM MOPOIbl
owuta y antureHoB G2, O3, 04, Y2, Q, C2, X2, L, V, MmunumansHas —y B2, 11, I', R2.

B cuMMeHTanbCcKkoi mopojae CKoTa ¢ MakCUManbHOM yacToToi Obutn anturensl A2, Y2, C1, F,
H”, ¢ MuanmanpHO# Habmonamuck B2, I1, F'. Aaturenst A'2, I', W u U” He BcTpedannch BOOOIIIE.

Hanbompiiryto 9acToTy BCTPEYAEMOCTH IPHUTPOMHUTAPHBIX (DAKTOPOB KAJIMBIIKON MOPOJILI B
ActpaxaHckoi obOsactu umenu anturenol A2, I1, A'2, O4, E'3, F', R2, L, F u Z. AHturensl ¢
HauMeHbIen gactoroit O2, I', C2, S1. Takue aaTurensl, kak O3 u Q, He HAOIIOAAINCH BOOOIIIE.

BbblM BBISBICHBI aHTUICHBI, BCTPEUYAIOIIMECS C MAKCUMAJIbHON 4aCTOTOM KaK y KaJMBIIIKOT'O
ckota PecrryOnukm, Tak u ActpaxaHnckoi obmactu — E'3 u Z, ucxos U3 4ero MO>KHO KOHCTaTHPO-
BaTh TUMIMYHOCTh ATUX AHTUTEHOB JAHHOU MOPOJE.

3akj04eHue. YCTaHOBJICHHBIN T€HETUYECKUN CTATyC IJIEMEHHOI'O MOTOJIOBhS KaJMBIIIKOTO
ckota Peciybnuku KanMmbikust U Ka3axckoil 0e10rofioBoi, repedopacKoid, CHMMEHTAILCKOM U Kal-
MBIIIKOM ACTpaxaHCKOW 00JIaCTH CBHUETENBCTBYET O TI'€HETMYECKOM pa3sHOOOpa3uu, O pa3HOHa-
MPABJICHHOM CENIEKIIMOHHO-INIEMEHHON padoTe B cTajgax. CKOT KaJIMbILKON MOPOAbl, pa3BOJIUMbIN B
KanaMpIkuu, oTiaudaeTcsi OT >KUBOTHBIX, Pa3BOJUMBIX B JAPYroM 30HE, YTO oOecreuHnBaeT AajbHEH-
1€ COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUE TTOPO/IBI.
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