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Pe3rome
Heab. N3yunth yOoOiHBIE KauyeCcTBa MOMECHOTO MOJIOJIHSIKA KPYITHOTO POTaTOro CKOTa M XUMHYe-
CKMH COCTaB MOJIYYEHHOM OT HETO F'OBSIJIUHBL.
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Marepuanbl 1 MeTobl. OOBEKT UCCIICIOBAaHUN — MOMECHBIC ObIUKU 18-Meca4HOro Bo3pacTta, mo-
Jy4YEHHBIE B PE3yJIbTaTE MPOMBIILICHHOTO CKPEIIUBAHUS OBIKOB Ka3aXCKOr0 OEI0T0JIOBOTO CKOTA C
TeJIKaMU CUMMEHTAJIbCKOU mopo bl (I rpynna), ObIKOB repeopACKOi MOpOJibl C TeJIKaMU CUMMEH-
tanbckoi (II rpymnma) u OBIKOB KaJIMBIIIKOTO ¢ TelkaMu KpacHoro ctermHoro ckora (III rpynma). B
KaueCcTBE KOHTPOJbHOU TPYIIIIbI UCIOJIH30BAIMCh YUCTOMOPOHBIE OBIYKH Ka3aXCKOW 0eI0roioBoi
NopoJibl. XUMUYECKUNM aHau3 00pa310B TOBSAMHBI TPOBOAMIN IO CIEAYIOMUM MeToaukam u ['O-
CTawm: conepxaHue Biaru ONpeessijii BbICYIIMBAHUEM HABECKU JIO MOCTOSIHHOM MAcChl IPU TEM-
neparype 100-105°C no I'OCT 9793-2016; conepkanue OEITKOBBIX BEIIECTB — M0 KOJIUYECTBY O€Ji-
koBoro azora MmetogoM Keenbpans mo I'OCT 25011-2017; conepxkanue xupa — nmo I'OCT 23042-
2015; conepxxanue 3061 — 110 ['OCT 31727-2012; aMUHOKMCIIOTHBIA ¥ BUTAMUHHBIA COCTaB OIpe-
JEJSIN COTJIACHO METOAMKE U3MEPEHUN MACCOBOM JOJM aMHUHOKHCIIOT U BUTAMUHOB MeTogoM KO
Ha cucteMme «Kanenb-105M», konuenTpauuu BogopoaHbix noHoB (pH) — mo 'OCT P 51478-99,
pacuét kanopuitHocTy 100 r/msica npoBoauau mo Gopmysne B. M. Anekcannposa.

Pe3yabrarsl. J[Jis OLIEHKU MSICHOM MPOAYKTUBHOCTH TOMECHBIX OBIUKOB OBLI OCYIIIECTBIECH HX
KOHTPOJIbHBIA YOOI, KOTOPBIM MOKa3aa, YTO HauOOJIbIIeH yOOMHOW Maccoil U YOOMHBIM BBIXOJ0M
obmagamu Obruku II ombiTHOM rpynmbl — 312,4 kr u 61,0%. OOpa3ibl TOBSIAUHBI OT MOJIOJHSIKA
II ompITHOM TpymIBl O0Jagadd CaMbIM BBICOKMM COACp)KaHHWEM CyXOro BelecTBa. PasHwuia co
cBepcTHUKaMU u3 KOoHTposibHOM, | m III rpynm cocraBuna 0,27, 0,21 u 0,63% COOTBETCTBEHHO.
Taxke ObIJIO OTMEUEHO, YTO TTOMECHBIM MOJIOAHSAK 1] OMBITHOM IpymHIbl MPEBOCXOAMII YUCTOIIOPOI-
HBIX Ka3aXCKHX O€JIOr0oJI0BBIX OBIUKOB IO COJIepKaHUIO IpoTenHa Ha 1,67%. PazHuna ¢ nomecsamu
u3 [ u Il rpynmsl okazanace Ha ypoBHE 1,38 u 2,3% cooTBeTcTBEHHO. MccmenoBanrne BUTAMUHHOTO
COCTaBa TOBSIIUHBI MTOJOTBITHOTO MOJIOJHSKA MTOKAa3aJI0, YTO MOJIyYEHHAs! TOBSIMHA ObLJIa OTHOCHU-
TeIbHO Oorara BUTaMuHaMu Tpynmbl B. ['oBsauHa, momydeHHas OT TOMECHBIX ObIYKOB Il ombITHOM
IPYIIBI, UMEET 0osiee BHICOKYIO Onoorudeckyro neHHocth (BKII = 5,86 mo cpaBHEHHUIO C KOHTPO-
aem 5,59). Yeenuuenue BKII cBsizano, rinaBHbIM 00pa3oMm, ¢ 00jiee BHICOKUM COAECPKAHUEM TpPHII-
toana B ropsaune Il onbiTHOM rpynmsl — HA 9,0% (494,40 Mr% mno cpaBHeHuto ¢ 453,86 mr% B
koHTpoJie). [TokazaTens pH BOJHO-MSICHOTO 3KCTpaKTa Y OBIYKOB Pa3HBIX TEHOTUIIOB MOYTH OJ[MHA-
KOB 1 konebaics ot 5,41 no 5,49.

3akJ/iloueHnne. Y CTaHOBJIEHO, YTO CKPEIIMBAHUE OBIKOB MSCHBIX MOPOJ CKOTA C TEIKAMH MOJIOYHBIX
U KOMOMHUPOBAHHBIX TOPOJ CIOCOOCTBYET MOJYyUYEHHIO MOMECHOTO TMOTOMCTBA C OTJIMYHBIMU
yOOMHBIMM KaueCTBAMH, a Mojydyaemasi OT TaKOro MOTOMCTBA TOBsiAMHA 001a1aeT BHICOKOM OMOJIO-
TUMYEeCKON IIEHHOCTHIO.

KuroueBble cji0Ba: TeHOTHII, TOBSIMHA, MICHOM CKOT, )KUBasi Macca, BUTAMUHBI

Abstract

Purpose. To study the slaughter qualities of mixed young cattle and the chemical composition of
beef obtained from it.

Materials and Methods. The object of research is 18-month-old crossbred bulls, obtained as a re-
sult of industrial crossing of Kazakh white-headed cattle bulls with heifers of the Simmental breed
(group 1), Hereford bulls with heifers of the Simmental breed (group II) and Kalmyk bulls with
heifers of red steppe cattle (group Ill). Purebred bulls of the Kazakh white-headed breed were used
as a control group. Chemical analysis of beef samples was carried out according to the following
methods and GOST standards.: moisture content was determined by drying the sample to a constant
mass at a temperature of 100-105 °C according to GOST 9793-2016; protein content — by the
amount of protein nitrogen by the Kjeldahl method according to GOST 25011-2017; fat content —
according to GOST 23042-2015; ash content — according to GOST 31727-2012; the amino acid
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and vitamin composition was determined according to the method of measuring the mass fraction

of amino acids and vitamins by the KE method on the Kapel-105M system, the concentration of hy-

drogen ions (pH) according to GOST R 51478-99. Calorie content of 100 g / meat was calculated

using the formula of V. M. Aleksandrov.

Results. To assess the meat productivity of crossbred steers, their control slaughter was carried out,

which showed that the largest slaughter weight and slaughter yield were possessed by steers of the
Il experimental group — 312.4 kg and 61.0%. Beef samples from young animals of the Il experi-
mental group had the highest content of dry matter. The difference with peers from the control, 1
and 11l groups was 0.27, 0.21 and 0.63%, respectively. It was also noted that the crossbred young of
the Il experimental group surpassed purebred Kazakh white-headed bulls in protein content by
1.67%. The difference with the crossbreeds from group I and 11l is 1.38 and 2.3% respectively. A

study of the vitamin composition of the beef of experimental young animals showed that the result-
ing beef was relatively rich in vitamins of group B. beef obtained from crossbred bulls of the II ex-
perimental group has a higher biological value (Protein qualitative indicator = 5.86 compared
with the control 5.59). The increase in protein qualitative indicator is mainly due to the higher con-
tent of tryptophan in beef of the experimental group Il — by 9.0% (494.40 mg% compared with
453.86 mg% in the control). The pH value of the water-meat extract in bulls of different genotypes
is almost the same and ranged from 5.41 to 5.49.

Conclusion. It has been established that the crossing of bulls of meat breeds of cattle with heifers of
dairy and combined breeds contributes to the production of young offspring with excellent slaughter
qualities, and beef obtained from such offspring has a high biological value.

Keywords: genotype, beef, beef cattle, live weight, vitamins

Beenenne. CKOTOBOJCTBO SIBJISIETCA Ba)KHBIM HCTOYHHKOM MPOU3BOJICTBA HE3AMEHUMBIX IS
KU3ZHEICITEILHOCTH YeJIOBEKa MPOyKTOB MUTAaHUA — Msica U MOJoka. B Hacrosiee Bpems B 00:a-
CTH MSICHOTO CKOTOBO/ICTBA OT€UECTBEHHBIMU U 3apyO€KHBIMU UCCJIEIOBATEISIMHU ObLIN anpoOUpo-
BaHbl PA3JIMYHbIC BAPUAHTHI CKPEIIUBAHUSI TIOPOJ U TUIIOB MSICHOTO CKOTa KaK MEXay coOOM, Tak U
C KOMOMHUPOBaHHBIMU U MoJIoUHbIMU nopogamu (Hukonoa E.A., 2020; I'y6aiinyiua H.M. u np.,
2020; Kubatbekov TS et al., 2020).

[Ipu 3TOM HCCceIoBaTENsIMHA CTABUIIUCH 3a/1a4l KaK YBEJIMYEHUSI MSICHOW MPOAYKTUBHOCTHU B
LEJIOM, TaK YJIYYIIEHHS] KAYECTBA MOJy4aeMOM T'OBSIIMHBI, B YaCTHOCTH, KaK OJJHOM M3 aKTyaJIbHBIX
3ama4, crosamux nepen AIIK Poccuiickoit deaeparinu, MocKoIbKy UMEHHO TOBSIIMHA UMEET OoJiee
cOaaHCUPOBAHHBIM XUMHUUYECKUM U aMUHOKHUCIOTHBIA COCTAaB MO CPAaBHEHUIO C MSICOM JIPYTUX BU-
JI0OB CEIIbCKOX034MCTBeHHBIX KUBOTHBIX (JKalimbimeBa C.C. u ap., 2019; Makaes II1.A. u I'epacu-
moB H.II., 2020; Xaitpynnuna H.1. u ap., 2023).

[Ipy 5TOM CTOUT OTMETUTD, UTO MEXKAY MSICOM, IMOJTYYEHHBIM OT MOJIOYHOTO U MSICHOTO CKOTa,
UMeeTCsl CYIIECTBEHHAas pa3Hula. Tak, MsICO MOJIOYHOTO CKOTa UMEET IpyOOBOJIOKHUCTYIO CTPYK-
TypY, @ XKUP OTKJIAJbIBACTCS B TEJE KUBOTHBIX B BHJIE MAaCCUBHBIX JKHPOBBIX MOAYIIEK, KOTOPHIE
cpe3aroTcsl B mpolecce yoosi U KyJMHApHOW 00paboTKku mpojykTa. B Tymax MSICHBIX KUBOTHBIX
KHUP B MIPOIECCE POCTA U PA3BUTHUSI OTKJIAJIBIBAETCS B CBOIO OUepe/ib HEOOIBIIIMMU NPOCIOMKaMH Ha
CYXOKWJIBHOW OCHOBE MBIIIIEYHON TKaHU, Pa3pbIXJisisl CYXOXKWIKMS U TOBBIIIAS HEKHOCTh IPOIYKTa
(ITpoxopor N.II. u ITuxyns A.H., 2020; [lluukun I'.'U. u ap., 2021; Kocusor B.W. u ap., 2021).

B cBsI3U ¢ 3TUM MOHWCKH ONTUMAJIBHBIX COUYETAHUM Pa3HBIX MOPOJI CKOTA OCTAKOTCS aKTyallb-
HBIMH, a CPAaBHUTEIbHAS OLIEHKA Ka4eCcTBa MsICa, MOJIYy4aeMOro OT IOMECHBIX KHUBOTHBIX, IPEJICTAB-
aseT ocoObiii nHTepec (baccono O.A. u Acamumit A.A., 2020; YxaxoB M.U. u ap., 2020; Cmaky-
eB JI.P. u np., 2021; Cumonos I'.A. u ap., 2023).
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Marepuanbl M MeTOAbl. HaydyHO-XO3SMICTBEHHBIN OMBIT NPOBOJWICA B YCIOBUSX BEAYIIETO
cenbxo3npeanpusTus Bonarorpanckoii o6i1actu AO «bepaueBckuii aneBatop». B kauecTBe 00bekTa
HCCIIeIOBaHUM OB BHIOPAHBI TIOMECHBIE OBIYKH 9-MECSYHOTO BO3pacTa, IMOJTYyUYCHHBIE B PE3yJIbTa-
T€ MPOMBIIIJIEHHOTO CKPEIIMBAaHUSI OBIKOB Ka3aXCKOTo O€JIOroJIOBOrO CKOTa C TEIKaMU CUMMEH-
Tanbckol nmoposl (I rpymnmna), ObIk0B repedopAcKoi Moposl ¢ TeakaMu cuMMmenTanbekoi (I rpyn-
1a) ¥ OBIKOB KaJMBIIIKOIO C TeJIKaMu KpacHoro ctemHoro ckora (III rpymma). B kadecTtBe KOH-
TPOJIbHON TPYMIbl HCIOJIb30BAJIUCh YHUCTOMOPOJHBIE OBIYKH Ka3aXCKOW OEJI0TO0J0OBOM IOPOJIBI.
Kaxnas rpynma mogombITHRIX ObIYKOB cocTosiia u3 10 rosoB. )KMBOTHBIE CpaBHUBAEMBIX TPYIIII
COJIEPKAINCH OECITPUBI3HO HA OTKOPMOYHBIX IUIOMIAKaX CO CBOOOJHBIM JOCTYIOM K KOPMYIIKaM
Y TIOUJIKaM.

PaiioHbl MOIONBITHBIX OBIYKOB COCTABJISUIMCH B COOTBETCTBUU C MUTATEIHLHOCTHIO KOPMOB C
rcnoJib3oBaHueM mporpammbl «KopMOnTtumaldKcnepT» M MEPHOAUMYECKA KOPPEKTUPOBAIUCH B
MIPOIIECCE OMbITA B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT BO3pACTa KUBOTHBIX.

KoHTpoabHBINH YyOOH MOJONBITHBIX OBIYKOB (IO 3 TOJIOBBI U3 KaXXJIOH I'PYMIIbI) ITPOBOIUIICS
MpU JOCTUXKEHUHU UMH 18-MecsiuHOTO Bo3pacTa Ha Boirorpaackom MsacOKOMOUHATE.

XUMUYECKUi aHaliu3 oOpas3loB TOBSJIUHBI MPOBOJAWIN 1O clieayromuM MeroaukaMm u ['OC-
Tam: comepkaHue Biard ONpeaessuii BHICYIIMBAHUEM HABECKU JI0 TOCTOSHHOM MAcChl IPU TEMIIE-
patype 100-105°C o 'OCT 9793-2016; conepxkanue O€IKOBBIX BEIIECTB — MO KOJUYECTBY OEJIKO-
Boro azora merogoM Keemppans mo 'OCT 25011-2017; conepxkanue xupa — no 'OCT 23042-
2015; conepxxanue 3061 — 110 ['OCT 31727-2012; aMUHOKMCIIOTHBIA ¥ BUTAMUHHBIA COCTaB OIpe-
JIEJISUT COTJIACHO METOJIMKE M3MEPEHHM MAacCOBOM JI0JIM aMUHOKHUCJIOT U BUTaMHMHOB MeToaoM KO
Ha cucteme «Kanenb-105M», konuenTpauuu BogopoaHbix noHoB (pH) — mo 'OCT P 51478-99,
pacuét kanopuitHoctu 100 r/msica npoBoaunu o Gpopmyine B.M. Anekcanaposa.

Pe3ysnbTaThl U 00cyxaeHue. {15 OlleHKM MSICHOM MPOJYKTUBHOCTU MOMECHBIX OBIYKOB ObLI
OCYIIIECTBJICH X KOHTPOJBHBIA YyOOH, MO pe3ysibTaTaM KOTOPOTO MPOBEACHBI JalbHEUIIINE UCCIIe-
JIOBAHUS )KMBOM MacChl, MAcChl TYIIIHM, YOOMHOM Macchl, yOOlHOro Bbixojia (Tadnuna 1).

Taoauna 1. [ToxazaTeau MICHON TPOAYKTUBHOCTH OBIYKOB
Table 1. Indicators of meat productivity of bulls

['pynma
[Tokazarens Group
Indi
ndicator KOHTpPOJIbHAs I I I
control
Kupas macca, kr 492,3+1,11 494,3+2,05 514,121,917 | 485,641,617
Live weight, kg
B ksksk
¢C TylIH, Ifr 280,4+1,98 283,4+3,39 296,5+2,52 279,243,11
Carcass weight, kg
Yooiitas Macea, kI | o, 515 s 301,044,94 | 31244338 | 294,6+331
Slaughter weight, kg
6 w s 0
Y ooiiHbIi B.bIXOI[, 0 59.3 60.6 61,0 58,8
Slaughter yield, %

[Tpumeuanue / Note: *** = P<(0,001; ** = P<0,01; * = P<0,05

VY momecHbIX OBIYKOB B KOHIIE OMbITA Macca Tejla B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT MX T'€HOTHIA pa3jiuya-
Jach 3HauuTeNbHO. beruku u3 11 onbITHOM rpymIibl UMENU HauOOJIbIIYIO XKUBYIO Maccy — 5S14,1 kr.
Oto Ha 21,8 (4,24%), 19,8 (3,85%) u 28,5 kr (5,54%) Oobliiie, 4eM y OBIYKOB U3 KOHTPOJIbHOM, | 1
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[II ombITHBIX TPyII COOTBETCTBEHHO. 10 pe3ynbTaraM KOHTPOIBLHOTO Y0Os 3Ta pa3HUIla COXPaHU-
nack. CaMble TsKeNbIe TYIIM ObLTN MoJy4deHbl OT Ob1ukoB Il rpynmbl. B cpaBHeHUM ¢ aHanoramu u3
koHTposibHOM, I 1 III rpynn pa3znuna cocraBuna 16,1 (5,43%), 13,1 (4,42%) u 17,3 kr (5,83%) co-
OTBETCTBEHHO.

BakHbIMU KPUTEPUSIMU OLIEHKUA MSCHOW MPOJAYKTUBHOCTH CKOTA CUMTAIOTCS yOOIHasi Macca
yOOiTHBIN BBIXOJ. Y ObukOB U3 Il onbITHOM rpymnbl ObUIH 3a()UKCUPOBAHBI CaMbl€ BHICOKHE 3HAUE-
HUS JTaHHBIX noka3arened — 312,4 xr u 61,0%. B cpaBHeHuun ¢ xontpossHou, I u Il onbITHEIMU
rpynmnamMyu pasHuila B yOoiHo#l macce coctaBuna 14,7 xr (4,71%), 11,4 xr (3,65%) u 17,8 xr
(5,70%) cooTBEeTCTBEHHO, a B yooitHOM Bbixojae — 1,70, 0,40 u 2,20% cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

JInst u3ydeHus: KayecTBa MOJYYCHHOUM TOBSIMHBI ObUIM MPOBEJCHBI MCCIICIOBAHUS XUMUYE-
CKOT'0, BATAMHHHOTO COCTaBa Msca U €ro KaJopuiHOCTH (Tabuia 2).

Taoauna 2. XuMuueckuil coctaB cpe/iHeil mpoObl Msica-(dapiiia Mo I0NbITHBIX OBIYKOB
Table 2. The chemical composition of the average sample of minced meat of experimental bulls

['pynma
[Toka3zarenp Group
Indicator KOHTPOJIbHAS I . I
control
Bona, %
68,22+0,07 68,16+0,24 67,95+0,51 68,58+0,07
Water, %

Cyxoe BemecTBo, %

Dry matter, % 31,78+0,17 | 31,84+0,14 | 32,05+0,11 | 31,4240,07
) 0

[IpoTeun, %

, 18,46+0,12 18,75+0,20 20,13+0,22 17,83+0,17
Protein, %

Kup, 7o 11,88+0,10 | 11584024 | 1092+0.14 | 12,35+0,13
Fat, %

3oma, 7% 1 444022 1.5240.13 1.000.46 1.2540.06
Ash, % A DL SR SR
Kanopwuitnocts 100 r/msca, kJx

Caloric content 186,15+1,41 | 184,54+126 | 184.04+145 | 187.91+1,14

100 g/meat, kJ

Bra)xHOCTh TOBSITUHBI 3aBHCENA OT T'EHOTUIIA MCIBITYEMBIX OBIUKOB, KaK IMOKa3al XHMHYE-
ckuit ananu3. OOpasibl Msca-dapiia, noJydeHHbie oT Mojoanska [ onbITHON rpymmbl, coaepxaiu
caMoe 00JIbIIIoe KOJUYECTBO Biary. Pa3sHuiia B cpaBHEHUHU ¢ KOHTPOJIbHOM, | 1 II onbITHBEIMU TpYTI-
namu coctauia 0,36, 0,42 u 0,63% cooTBeTrcTBeHHO. OOpa31bl TOBSAUHBI OT MOJIOJIHAKA II OmbIT-
HOM Tpynnbl 00Jaadu CaMbIM BBICOKMM COAEPKaHUEM CYXOro BEIECTBA, YTO ObLJIO YCTAaHOBJICHO
rnccieaoBanueM. Pasnuna co cBepcTHUKaMu U3 KOHTpoJibHOM, I u III rpynm cocraBuna 0,27, 0,21 u
0,63% COOTBETCTBECHHO.

Coneprxanue Oefka W KHpa B TOBSIWHE MPEIACTABISICT HAYYHBIM U MPAKTUISCKUN HMHTEpeEC.
OnbIT OKa3ajl, 4To MOMecHbIE ObIYKH 11 OMBITHOM TPYIITBI TPEBOCXOIUIN YUCTOIMIOPOTHBIX Ka3ax-
CKHX O€JIOTOJIOBBIX OBIUKOB IO CojiepkaHUI0 NpoTerHa Ha 1,67%. Pa3znuna ¢ momecsmu u3 1 u 111
rpynmbl okazainach Ha ypoBHE 1,38 u 2,3% cooTrBeTcTBEeHHO. UTO KacaeTcsa coaepKaHus Kupa B ro-
BSIZIMHE, TO OHO OBLJIO CaMbIM BBICOKHMM B 0Opasnax oT ObrukoB Il rpymmel. biarogapst 6oiee Bbico-
KOMY COJIepKaHUIO Xupa MsAco ObYKOB III OMBITHONM Tpynmbl OTAWYAIOCh 0O0JIEE BBICOKOW Kalo-
pUHHOCTHIO. Tak, y HUX 3TOT MOKa3aTelib ObLI BBIIIE, YEM Y CBEPCTHUKOB U3 KOHTPOJIBHOM TPYIIIHI,
Ha 0,94%, I onbiTHOM rpyniibl — HA 1,79%, II onbiTHOM rpymiibl — Ha 2,06%.
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B xumuueckuii coctaB Msica TOBSITMHBI BXOJAT Kak skxupopactBopuMsbie (E u ap.), Tak u BoJ10-
pactBopumbsie (B1, B2, B3, Bs, Bs u 1ip.) BuTamuns! (pucyHox 1).

UccnenoBanre BUTAMUHHOTO COCTaBa rOBSIAMHBI TOJAONBITHOTO MOJIOJAHSIKA MTOKA3aJI0, YTO
MOJIy4eHHas TOBAIMHA Obljla OTHOCUTENIbHO Oorata BUTaMHUHAMM rpynisl B.

009 0,053 0,11 372 | | 055 | 024

ButamuH E ButamumH Bl Butamun B2 ButamumH B3 ButamuH B5 ButamuH B6

B KoHTposbHas rpynna / Control group M pynnal/Group | W fpynnall / Group Il @ rpynna I / Group I

Pucynok 1. ButaMuHHBIN cOCTaB cpeTHUX MTPOO FOBSAAUHBI TOMECHBIX ObIYKOB, MI/100 T
Figure 1. Vitamin composition of average samples of beef of mixed bulls, mg / 100 g

CtouT OTMETUTh, YTO HauboJbIIee colepKkaHue BUTaMuHoB Bi, By, B3 u Bs Ob110 3adukcu-
POBAHO B FOBSIMHE, MOJYYCHHOUW OT ObIYKOB | onbiTHOM Tpytmbl. CoaepkaHue KUPOPaCTBOPUMOTO
BuTaMuHa E HanbonbmuM Obu10 B TOBsIIMHE [1 ONBITHOM TpyMIIbI.

KynunapHas IeHHOCTh Msica BO MHOTOM OIPEEISIETCS XUMUYECKHUM COCTaBOM MBIIICUHOU
TKaHU (Tabnuua 3).

Tabéauna 3. KauecTBeHHBIC U TOBAPHO-TEXHOJIOTHYECKHUE TTOKA3ATEIIN
JUTMHHEHIIIEH MBIl CIIMHBI TOJONBITHBIX OBIYKOB

Table 3. Qualitative and commodity-technological indicators

of the longest back muscle of experimental bulls

I'pynma

Ilokazarens Group
Indicator KOHTPOJIbHAS

control

I II II1

Tpunrtodan, mr%

Trypiophan, mg% 453.86+1.84 | 454.63+1.95 | 494.40+2.60°" | 453,65+3.51
3 0

Oxkcurnponus, Mr%

, 81,48+3,18 78,68+0,26 84,35+0,51 85,83+0,29
Oxyproline, mg%
benkoBo-kaueCTBEHHBIN
noxasares (BKII) 5,59 5,78 5,86 5,29
Protein-qualitative
indicator (PQI)
pH 5,45+0,01 5,48+0,03 5,49+0,04 5,41+0,04

[Tpumeuanue / Note: *** = P<0,001; ** = P<0,01; * = P<0,05
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Tpunrtodan-oxcunponuHoHoBsii uHAeKkc (BKII), moka3siBaroniuii COOTHONIEHHWE MOJHOLECH-
HbIX M HEMOJIHOIIEHHBIX O€JIKOB, BBISIBWJI, YTO TOBSIMHA, MOJYYE€HHAass OT MOMECHBIX OBIYKOB
II onbITHOM TpyIIbI, UMEET OoJiee BBICOKYIO0 Onosiornueckyto 1eHHocth (BKII = 5,86 mo cpaBHe-
HUIO ¢ KoHTposieM 5,59). VBenuuenue BKII cBs3aHo, rmaBHBIM 00pa3om, ¢ 0oJiee BHICOKUM COJIEP-
*aHueM Tpuntodana B rosaaune Il ombiTHOU Tpynmnel — Ha 9,0% (494,40 mMr% no cpaBHEHHUIO C
453,86 Mr% B KOHTpOJIE).

Cpok roJIHOCTH Msica OIpeJeNaeTCsl ypoBHEM MOHOB Bojiopoaa (pH), koTopslii, B CBOIO Oue-
pellb, 3aBUCUT OT KOJIMYECTBA MOJIOYHOM KHUCJIOTHI, KOTOpas o0pa3yeTcsl U3 rIIMKOreHa B MPoIecce
aHa’poOHOTO raukonn3a. CoriacHo UCCIe0OBaHUsAM, TToKa3aresib pH BOJHO-MSICHOTO 3KCTPAKTa Y
OBIYKOB pa3HBIX T€HOTHUIIOB ITOYTH OJIMHAKOB U Kojeobascs ot 5,41 no 5,49.

3akiouenne. Takum 00pa3om, ckpeliuBaHUE OBIKOB MSICHBIX MOPOJI CKOTa C TEIKAMHU MO-
JIOYHBIX U KOMOMHHPOBAHHBIX MOPOJI CIIOCOOCTBYET MOJYYEHUIO MTOMECHOIO MOTOMCTBA C OTJIHY-
HbIMU YOOMHBIMM KauecTBaMH, a IMojydyaeMas OT TaKOro MOTOMCTBA TOBsiAMHA 00J1a/laeT BBICOKOM
OMOJIOTMYECKOM LIEHHOCTBIO.

baarogapuocts: Pabota BeinmonHeHa no rpanty PH® 22-16-00041, THY HUMMMII.
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