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Pe3rome

Hean. Onenka >¢pGHeKTUBHOCTH NPUMEHEHUS KOPMOBOM J00aBKM MpPHU BKIIOUEHUH €€ B paIlMOH
CEIbCKOX03IUCTBEHHON IITULIEI.

Marepuanbl M MeTOAbI. YCIOBUS COJAEpPXKAHUS TNTHUIBI COOTBETCTBOBAIM CAHUTAPHO-
300TMTMEHUYECKUM HOpMaM, MPUHATHIM B XO3sICTBE, HA 06a3e KOTOPOro MPOBOAMINA HKCIIEPUMEHT,
U TpeOOBAHMAM IPOMBIIIICHHON TEXHOJIOTHUU BbIpaliuBanus. {1 OTUIBI MIOTHOCTH MOCAIKH, Ma-
paMeTpbl MUKPOKJIMMAaTa U PEKUM OCBEILICHHS] COOTBETCTBOBAIM TpeOOBaHUAM Kpocca. Kopmienue
U TIOEHUE OCYIIECTBIISIIOCh B COOTBETCTBUU C PAllMOHAMH M HOPMaMH, IPUHSITHIMU B XO3SMCTBaX.
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KomOukopma, mpegHa3HauY€HHBIC AJISI MTULBI OMBITHBIX TPYIII, TOTOBUJIM OTAEIBHO, B COOTBET-
CTBHUM C TPOCKTOM MHCTPYKIMHU KOPMOBOM 100aBku Aruaomnyi L.

PesyabTaTtsl. [Ipu B3BemmBanuu Ha 60 CyTKH MO CpeIHEN Macce sIMIa NTUIA ONBITHOW Trpyniibl |
npeBocxoauia aHanoroB KoHTpoJs Ha 0,38 r unu 0,6%, onwsiTHOM rpynmnsl 2 — Ha 0,50 T nim 0,8%.
[To ssimyHON TPOAYKTUBHOCTU KYpPBI-HECYIIKH OIBITHOW TPYyMIbl | MPEeBOCXOAWIM KOHTPOJbHBIX
aHasioroB Ha 0,38 suryron win 2,9%, onbiTHOM rpynmsl 2 — Ha 0,70 sun/ron wim 5,4%. CoritacHo
pe3yJibTaTaM OMOXMMHUYECKOTO HMCCIETOBAHUSI CHIBOPOTKU KPOBHU KYp-HECYIIEK, KOHTPOJIbHAA U
ONBITHBIE TPYMIBHI OTINYATUCH MO COJEPAKAHUIO O0IIero Oesika: B ONBITHOU TpyIime 1 ObuIo MpeBbI-
menue Ha 4,15 v/a, wm 11,5%, B onbiTHOM Tpyrmiie 2 — Ha 2,50 /1 wm 6,0%. 3a Bech mepuon
HAOII0JIEHN COXPAHHOCTh TOTOJIOBbA B OMBITHOM rpymnme 1 Obuia Beiie Ha 2,7%, B ONBITHOM
rpymmne 2 — Ha 3,6%. [1o MHTEHCMBHOCTHM packieBa MTHIA ONBITHOW TPyHIbI 1 ycTynana KOHTPOJIb-
HbIM aHajoraM Ha 0,9%, onbiTHas rpynmna 2 — Ha 1,8%.

3akJ/iouenne. Pe3ynbTaThl IPOBEACHHBIX MCCIEIOBAHUNM CBUACTEILCTBYIOT, YTO KOpMOBasi 100aB-
ka Atnuaomnyi L B peKOMEHIOBAaHHOM peXXUME J03UpOBaHUsA | 1 Ha TOHHY KOMOUKOpMa (OTBITHAS
rpynna 1), 2 1 Ha TOHHY KOMOMKOpMa (ONbITHAs TpyIna 2) cnocoOHa OKa3bIBaTh OJAronpusiTHOE
BO3JICUCTBHUE HA MPOIYKIUIO NITUIEBOACTBA B BUJIC YIYUIICHUS COXPAHHOCTH MOTOJIOBBAI.
KuarwueBsble cioBa: kopMoBas J00aBKa, Kypbl-HECYIIKH, SIMIIEHOCKOCTh, KMBasi Macca, Mop§oJio-
rUYECKUE MOKa3aTesid, OMOXMMHUYECKUI aHalIU3 KPOBU, MaExK

Abstract

Purpose. Efficiency assessment of the use of feed additive with including in the diet of poultry.
Materials and Methods. The conditions of keeping poultry corresponded to the sanitary and hy-
gienic standards adopted in the farm on the basis of which the experiment was conducted, and the
requirements of industrial cultivation technology. For the poultry, the planting density, microcli-
mate parameters and lighting mode corresponded to the requirements of the cross. Feeding and wa-
tering were carried out in accordance with the rations and norms adopted in the farms. Compound
feeds intended for poultry of the experimental groups were prepared separately, in accordance with
the draft instructions for the feed additive Acidopul L.

Results. When weighed on day 60, the average egg weight of the experimental group 1 exceeded the
control analogues by 0.38 g or 0.6%, of the experimental group 2 — by 0.50 g or 0.8%. In terms of
egg productivity, laying hens of the experimental group 1 exceeded control analogues by
0.38 eggs/head or 2.9%, of the experimental group 2 — by 0.70 eggs/head or 5.4%. According to the
results of a biochemical study of the blood serum of laying hens, the control and experimental
groups differed in total protein content: in the experimental group 1, the excess was by 4.15 g/ 1, or
11.5%, in the experimental group 2 — by 2.50 g /[ or 6.0%. Over the entire observation period, the
safety of livestock in experimental group 1 was 2.7% higher, in experimental group 2 — 3.6%. Ac-
cording to the intensity of pecking, the poultry of the experimental group 1 was inferior to the con-
trol analogues by 0.9%, the experimental group 2 — by 1.8%.

Conclusion. The results of the conducted studies indicate that the feed additive Acidopul L in the
recommended dosage regimen of 1 liter per ton of compound feed (experimental group 1), 2 liters
per ton of compound feed (experimental group 2) is able to have a beneficial effect on poultry prod-
ucts in the form of improved livestock safety.

Keywords: feed additive, laying hens, egg production, live weight, morphological indicators, bio-
chemical blood analysis, mortality

BBenenne. B coBpeMEHHBIX YCIOBUSIX MPOMBIIUICHHON TEXHOJIOTUM HEOOXOIUMO olecreye-
HUE TOJHOIIEHHOTO KOPMJICHHUS, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIIETO YBEIMYEHHUIO MOKa3zaTesied MpOTyKTUBHOCTH.
COalaHCUpPOBAaHHBIM paIMOH, MPEIOCTABISIEMbIM MOJHOPAIMOHHBIMU KOMOMKOpPMaMH, BKIIFOYAET
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BCE HYXHbBIC MUTATEIbHBIC BEIIECTBA IS celbcKoxo3siicTBeHHOW nTuilsl (Haymosa JI.M. u Jlyka-
muHa A.A., 2020; Yepnorpaackas H.M. u ap., 2020; Kounmn .M. u ap., 2021).

[logkucneHre palmoHa OPraHUYECKUMM KUCJIOTAMU U UX COJISIMU C YCIEXOM HCIIOJb3YETCA B
nTuieBoAcTBe. [Ipu ux npuMeHeHnn HaOIIOJAETCS POCTOCTUMYIHUPYIOMUN A(D(EKT y KUBOTHBIX U
ntuilbl. OJHAKO JIEVCTBUE OPraHUYECKUX KUCIOT HA MOKA3ATENIM POCTA 3aBUCUT OT JO3UPOBKHU COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIEH KUCTIOTHI, Oy(depHol criocoOHOCcTH KopMa B cocTaBa noakuciutenei (Tropuna JLE.
ap., 2019; Aree b.B., 2022). Opranndeckue KUCIOTHI, KaK MOJKUCIUTEIN, CIIOCOOCTBYIOT YCBOE-
HUIO MUTATEJIbHBIX BEIIECTB, a TaKXKE€ CO3/IAHHMIO 3aIIUTHOTO Oaphepa oT mHpekiuid. K Hanbomee
3 PeKTUBHBIM CpeicTBaM OOpPbObI C MUKPOOPTaHU3MAMU U TprUOaMU OTHOCATCS KOPOTKOIIETIOYEU-
HbIE OpraHMyYecKue KUCIOThl. bakrepuruaHoe M (QyHrHUMUIHOE NEUCTBUE OPraHUYECKUX KHUCIIOT
ONPENEIAECT YHUBEPCAIBHOCTh UX MMPUMEHEHUA. KpoMe TOro, OHU SIBJIAIOTCS HCTOYHUKOM JIOTIOJIHU-
TeAbHOUN AHepruu. OpraHu4ecKre KHUCJIOThI ONTUMUBUPYIOT YCIOBUS NJis BBIPAOOTKH (DEPMEHTOB,
CIIOCOOCTBYS IIPU 3TOM MHUIIIEBApEeHUIO. B mokucieHHou cpeje BbipaboTKa (HepMEHTOB MOBHIIIALCT-
Csl B IBA-TPH pa3a, 3a CUET YEro yJIydllIaeTcsl yCBOsieMOCTh nuTarelbHbIX BemecTB (Komomuen C.H.
u ap., 2020; MapteinoBa E.I'. u Kopuuenko I1.I1., 2022; Konare C. u Tumenkos I1.1., 2022).

[IponmoHoOBasi KHCJIOTa BHICOKOAKTHBHA MPOTHUB IUIECEHEH W JIpOXoKeH, MeHee 3¢ deKTHUBHA
NpOTUB OakTepuil. YKCycHas U MypaBbUHasi KUCIOTHI 3P(HEKTUBHBI NPOTUB JAPOXKKEH U OaKTepui,
HO MEHEE aKTUBHBI TPOTUB IJIeceHe. MoJiouHast KUCTI0Ta aKTUBHA MPOTUB MATOTEHHBIX OAKTEPHil.
JlumMoHHasi kucnoTa urpaetr poib B yrieBogHoM oOMeHe (MapteiHoBa E.I'. u Kopauenko ILII.,
2019; Korapes B.1. u ap., 2019).

OKCHEPUMEHTHI C CO3JJaHUEM HOBBIX IMpenapaToB Ha 0a3e OPraHUYECKUX KUCIOT MPO0JDKA-
FOTCSl, TaK KaK CYIIECTBYET ONPEAECICHHbIA CHHEPTU3M B MX JEUCTBUH, KOT/Ia HECKOJIBKO KHCIIOT B
KOMIUIEKCE JIOMOJHSAIOT CBOWCTBA APYT Apyra, paboTas mpu pa3iUdHBIX KUCIOTHOCTSAX B Pa3HBIX
OTAENAX KEIyJOYHO-KUIIEYHOrO TPaKTa, YTO MO3BOJSAET IIMPE HCHOJIB30BAaTh 3TH IpemnapaThbl
(dyxroB A.Il. u ap., 2021; I'opsioB N.D. u ap., 2022).

B pamkax pa®oTbl OblIa cO3/1aHa HOBask KOPMOBasi J0OaBKa U U3YyUE€HO €€ BIUSHUE HA MPOJIyK-
THUBHBIE KAUE€CTBA Kyp-HECYIIIEK.

Marepuasnsl 1 meroabl. OnbIT npoBeaeH B ycnoBusax OO0 «KpecteaHckuii gsop» (Bosro-
rpajickasi 00acTh, p.n. JJaHnunoBka) Ha MOroJIOBbE Kyp-HECYIIEK ¢ TPUMEHEHNEM KOPMOBOU 100aBKU
Amunonyn L (opranuzanusi-npousBoautesib: OOO HIIO «Ypanbuoper», r. ExatepunOypr), B co-
CTaB KOTOPOM BXOJAT: MypaBbuHasa kuciora — 45,0-55,0%, nponuonosas kuciora — 4,5-5,5%, Mo-
JoyHas kuciota — 4,5-5,5%, ykcycnHas kuciora — 0,9-1,1%, numonnas kucnora — 0,9-1,1%, Bcriomo-
raTeNbHbIC BelecTBa — TUrHocyiabdoHat Hatpus (1,0-2,0%) u Boga ouuntiennas (1o 100%).

J{nst onieHKH 3(PGHEKTUBHOCTHU MTUILY SSTMYHOTO HAIIPABJICHUS MPOAYKTUBHOCTU Kpocca Xaicekc
bpayHn pazaenunu Ha 2 onbITHBIE U | KOHTPOJbHYIO Tpymmbl. KomudecTBo ocobei B KaKIOU MO/I-
OMBITHOM TpyIine ObLI0 OAMHAKOBBIM — 110 110 rosioB.

[ITriia KOHTPOJIBHOM TPYMIIBI MOTyYaia KOpM, He COACepIKaIui UCCIeyeMOM KOPMOBOH J100aB-
Ki.B KaX/10i U3 OMBITHBIX TPy KOPMOBYIO JOOABKY CKapMJIMBAJIU MTUIIE B CMECU C KOMOMKOPMOM
exxenHeBHO. [{o3npoBKa uccieayemMoro oopasia oCyecTBIsIach B COOTBETCTBUU ¢ MUHUMAJIBHOU U
MaKCUMAJIbHOM J103aMH, MPETyCMOTPEHHBIMU MPOEKTOM HWHCTPYKIMHU IO mpuMmeHeHuto. Iltuia
OTBITHBIX TPYIMI KOPMOBYIO JOOABKY Mojydajia B TeueHue 60 CyTOK dKCrepuMeHTa B Jo03ax: 1 J Ha
TOHHY KOMOUKOpMa — | ombITHAs TpyIInia, 2 J1 Ha TOHHY KOMOMKOpMa — 2 OMNBITHASI TPYIIIIA.

HaOmtonenue 3a MoJONBITHONW NITUIICH MPOBOAMIM €XKEIHEBHO ¢ MOMEHTA Hadaja KCIIepH-
MeHTa B TeueHue 60 cyTtok. KOHTpoab KMBOM MacChl OCYIIECTBISUIM B3BemnBaHueM 10 ronos u3
KaXJI0M KOHTPOJIBLHOW M OTIBITHOM TPYIIN B MEpBBIE CYTKH, gaiee Ha 30 u 60 cyTku.

JIJisi KOHTPOJISI TIOJTHOIICHHOCTH KOPMJIEHHUST M OOMEHHBIX MPOIIECCOB OpPraHM3Ma IMOJIONBITHON
NTHUILBI UCCIIEA0BATIN MOPGOJIOTHYECKUe U OMOXUMHUYECKUE TToKa3aTesn KpoBH. [IpoObl KpoBU JyIs KIU-
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HUYECKOTO M OMOXMMHUYECKOIO aHaJlM3a OTOMpaid U3 MOAKPHUILIIOBOM BeHbI y 10 TojoB W3 Kaxkiaou
rpymmbl. OT60p npo6 npooawiv Ha 60 cyTku uccienoBanus. OTO0p KpOBU MPOBOJIMIA YTPOM HATO-
[aK BO M30€KaHUE UCKAKECHUSI PE3YJIbTaTOB OOIIETO KIMHUYECKOTO U OMOXUMUYECKOTO aHATTU30B.

C uenpro KOHTPOJIS SSIMYHOM MPOAYKTUBHOCTH y 10 ronoB u3 KakAoul rpynnbl OLEHUBAIN Sii-
IIEHOCKOCTh Ha CPEJIHIOI HeCcylKy B nepuoasl: 1-15, 16-30, 31-45, 46-60 cyTku, a Takke CpeIHIOI0
Maccy sina Ha 1, 15, 30, 45 u 60 cyTku onbiTa.

3a BpeMsi MPOBEJICHUS UCCIICOBAHUMN Y MOAOIMBITHON MTUIEI OTMEYAJIM UHTEHCUBHOCTH MOTPEO-
JICHUSI KOpMa, YIUTHIBAIM MPOIICHT packKiieBa U Majeka, COXpaHHOCTh U 3a00JIEBAEMOCTb MTOTOJIOBBSI.

Pe3ysabTaThl B 00CyXK/AeHHE. 32 IEPUOJ ONBITA MEXKY ONBITHBIMUA U KOHTPOJIBHOW rpyHIaMu
Kyp IO Macce Teja HE OTMEYEHO JIOCTOBEPHOM Pa3HUIIbI BO BCEX IKCIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX HHTEPBAJIaX:
Ha Hayano omnbiTa — 1931,30 = 5,08 r 1 1929,60 + 4,68 r npotuB 1928,70 &+ 7,38 r COOTBETCTBEHHO;
Ha 30 cyTku onbiTa — 1941,50 £ 4,64 r u 1941,10 £ 4,74 r npotus 1938,90 £ 7,45 r COOTBETCTBEH-
HO; Ha 60 cyTku onbita — 1949,60 + 5,14 r u 1948,50 £ 5,28 r npotuB 1947,20 £ 7,28 T coOoTBET-
CTBEHHO (Tabymma 1).

Tab6auna 1. /[uHamuka >xuBoil Maccel Kyp, T, n=10
Table 1. Dynamics of live weight of hens, g, n = 10

I'pymma
Group
No ntuiib omnbITHasA 1 OTBITHASA 2
Ne poultry KOHTPOJIbHAS (1 1/T KoOMOUKOpMa) (2 1/T KOMOUKOpMAa)
control experimental 1 experimental 2
(1 1/t compound feed) | (2 1/t compound feed)
1 cyTkm
I*"day
1 1936 1940 1938
2 1929 1925 1929
3 1939 1933 1925
4 1915 1930 1940
5 1920 1936 1934
6 1936 1916 1923
7 1916 1939 1927
8 1920 1932 1919
9 1944 1928 1930
10 1932 1934 1931
Xep£A/ Xav£A 1928,70+7,38 1931,30+5,08 1929,60+4,68
30 cyTku
30" day
1 1941 1950 1941
2 1938 1933 1950
3 1951 1941 1939
4 1927 1944 1943
5 1933 1945 1935
6 1945 1929 1934
7 1926 1948 1951
8 1930 1940 1947
9 1958 1940 1939
10 1940 1945 1932
XepEA/ Xav£A 1938,90+7,45 1941,50+4,64 1941,10+4,74
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Taoauna 1. [Ipogomxenue
Table 1. Continuation
['pynma
Group
No nTuiib onbITHasA 1 OTIBITHAS 2
Ne poultry KOHTPOJIbHAS (1 n/T koMOUKOpMa) (2 n/T KOMOMKOpMa)
control experimental 1 experimental 2
(1 1/t compound feed) | (2 1/t compound feed)
60 cyTku
60" day

1 1954 1956 1958

2 1942 1940 1932

3 1959 1948 1947

4 1937 1950 1950

5 1945 1952 1951

6 1951 1936 1949

7 1933 1955 1957

8 1937 1950 1945

9 1964 1949 1952

10 1950 1960 1944
Xcp: A/ Xav £A 1947,20+7,28 1949,60+5,14 1948,50+5,28

3a BpeMs SKCIIEpUMEHTA IO SIMYHOM MPOJYKTUBHOCTH KYPbI-HECYIIKH ONBITHBIX TPYIII Mpe-

BOCXOIWJIM KOHTPOJIbHBIX aHAJIOT'OB.

JlaHHBIC O SMYHOM MPOTYKTUBHOCTH MPEACTABIICHBI B Ta0IuIax 2, 3.

3a nepuon 60 cyTOK SIUIIEHOCKOCTh Ha CPEJIHIOI0 HECYIIIKY B OMBITHOM rpyrire 1 Oblia BhIIIE,
4eM B KOHTpoOJbHOU rpymie, Ha 0,38 suryron win 2,9%, B onbiTHOU rpymme 2 — Ha 0,70 suiy/ron

(5,4%).

Tabauuna 2. SAleHoCcKoCTh Ha CPEHIO HecyliKy, n=10

Table 2. Egg production per medium laying hen, n = 10

I'pymma
[Tepuon, Group
CYTKM | KOHTpOJIbHAS, onbITHas 1 ONBITHAs 2
Period, STMIY/TOJ (1 7/T koMOuKOpMa), STUIY/TO (2 1/T KOMOUKOpMa), STUI/TO
days control, experimental 1 experimental 2
eggs /head | (I1/tcompound feed), eggs /head | (2 1/t compound feed), eggs / head
1-15 13,10+0,86 13,20+0,74 13,40+0,50
16-30 13,10+0,71 13,50+0,51 13,90+0,53
31-45 13,00+0,67 13,40+0,77 13,70+0,48
46-60 12,60+0,37 13,20+0,45 13,60+0,37
1-60 12,95+0,38 13,33+0,24 13,65+0,33

[To cpenHelt Macce fillla NTUIA ONBITHOW Tpymmbl 1 MpeBOCXOJMJIa aHAJIOTOB KOHTPOJIS Ha
0,38 r unu 0,6%, ntuna onblTHOM rpynmsl 2 — Ha 0,50 r (0,8%).

71




AzpapHo-nuuiessvle UHHOBAUUU

N? 2(26), 2024

Agrarian-and-food innovations 2024;26(2)
Taoauna 3. Bausinue kopMoBoi 100aBku Ha Maccy sifia, n=10
Table 3. Effect of a feed additive on egg weight, n = 10
Macca guna, r
Mepuo, Egg weight, g
eyTxn Period, onbITHas 1 OmbITHAs 2
day KOHTPOJIbHAS TpyIa (1 n/T koMOUKOpMa) (2 1/T KOMOUKOpPMA)
control group experimental 1 experimental 2
(1 1/t compound feed) (2 [/t compound feed)
1 61,60+0,60 61,50+0,70 61,60+0,77
15 61,50+0,51 61,70+0,68 61,70+0,68
30 61,61+0,69 62,20+0,45 62.,40+0,60
45 61,40+0,50 61,90+0,71 62,00+0,75
60 61,40+0,50 62,10+0,41 62,30+0,68
1-60 61,50+0,13 61,88+0,36 62,00+0,44

Mexay nokazaTeasiMu OOIIEero KIMHUYECKOTO aHajan3a KPOBHM JOCTOBEPHOMN pa3HHUIIbI B pa3-

pe3e TPyl He BBIABJICHO (Tabnuia 4).

Taoauna 4. Mopdonorndeckue mokaszareian KpoBH Kyp-HecyIiek, n=10

Table 4. Morphological blood indicators of laying hens, n = 10

['pynma
oKasaTeNL onbITHasA 1 ONBITHAs 2
Indicator KOHTPOJIbHAS (1 n/T koMmOuKOpMa) (2 n/T kOMOUKOpMA)
control experimental 1 experimental 2
(1 [/t compound feed) (2 [/t compound feed)
I %
He MaTtOKpI,dtT’y" 28,40+1,02 28,80+1,25 28,60+1,18
ematocrit, %
r 0 /
Hee “;001;‘; b?:’;/nl 97,60:4,49 99.40+437 98,90+2,53
C) x10'%/
E:;ZE;’:;ZI oy | 203011 2,09+0,16 2,08+0,18
Jleii x10%/
L:Z;;;Iglx prys 31,92+1,88 31,44+2,01 31,53+1,84

CornacHo pe3ysibTaTaM OMOXMMHUYECKOTO HCCIEAOBAHUS CHIBOPOTKU KPOBH, KOHTpPOJIbHAs U
OTBITHBIE TPYMIbI Kyp-HECYIIEK OTIUYAINCh COJep:kaHueM obuiero Oenka. B ombiTHOM rpynme 1
oO1ero 6enka coaepkanoch 00Jblle, YyeM B KOHTpode, Ha 4,15 r/n uiu 11,5%, B onbITHOU rpyTie 2
—Ha 2,15 r/n (6,0%) (Tabnuna 5).

Bce nccnenyemblie y MOJAONBITHOW MTUIIBI TEMATOJOTMYECKUE MMOKA3ATEIN HAXOAWINChH B Mpe-
nenax pu3MoJIOTHYeCKON HOPMBI, TO €CTh U3yuaemas J00aBKa HE CKa3allach OTPHUIIATEIBLHO Ha (u-
3HOJIOTHYECKOM CTaTyCe KyP.

B nepuon ucciaegopanus Obliia H3ydeHa COXPaAaHHOCTh U 3a00J1€Ba€MOCTh CPE/IU MOr0JIOBbS. 3a
oTueTHbIN Tiepuoa 60 CyTOK Cpeau MOJOMBITHOTO MOr0JIOBbs OOHApYKeHa TpaBMUPOBaHHAs MTHUIIA
(MOBpeXAEHUS MEPHEB U KII0AKH), 0cO0U ¢ npu3Hakamu nopaxkeHus opranoB JKKT He BBISBICHBI.

Hecyliku KOHTPOJIBHOM TPYIIbl UMETU OOJBINTYH0 MHTEHCUBHOCTh packiieBa Ha 0,9%, yem B
onbITHOU rpynmne 1, u Ha 1,8%, yeM B onbITHOM Tpymiie 2 (Tabnuna 6). 3a Bech Nepuo]i HabI0ACHUN
COXPaHHOCTH MOT0JIOBBS B ONBITHOM Tpymme 1 Obiia BeImie Ha 2,7%, B onbITHOU rpymie 2 — Ha 3,6%.
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Tabauna 5. buoxuMuyeckre Noka3aTeau CBIBOPOTKH KPOBH Kyp-Hecytiek, n=10

Table 5. Biochemical indicators of blood serum of laying hens, n = 10

I'pymma
Group
IToxa3zarenb onbITHas 1 OTBITHASA 2
Indicator KoHTpoJibHast | (1 71/T koMOuKOpMma) (2 n/T kOMOUKOpMA)
control experimental 1 experimental 2
(1 1/t compound feed) | (2 1/t compound feed)
ommii 6 /
Qb beirox, r/ 35,9342,18 40,0842,17 38,08+1,74
Total protein, g /|
[lemounas dhocharaza, En/n
203,57+7,63 206,30+7,62 205,96+6,36
Alkaline phosphatase, U /1 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
JKemuHbIe KUCIIOTHI,
MKMOJIB/JT 60,84+3,00 62,31+4,27 61,92+2.42
Bile acids, umol /1
OO0t X0NMeCcTepruH, MMOJIB/ I 3.56+0.39 3.67+0,29 3.69+031
Total cholesterol, mmol /[
K
PCATHHHH, MKMOIL/.1 29.30+2,14 29.77+2,01 29.20+1,27
Creatinine, umol /|
Mo.qua‘ﬂ KHCJIOTA, MMOJIB/II 0.40+0.08 0.3740.08 0.4140.10
Uric acid, mmol /|
Tabdauna 6. Onenka coxpanHoctu ntuibl, n=110
Table 6. Safety assessment of poultry, n = 110
['pynma
Group
ITokazarens onbITHas 1 OTIBITHAS 2
Indicator KoHTposbHas | (1 /T koMOUKOpMAa) (2 1/T KOMOUKOpMa)
control experimental 1 experimental 2
(1 1/t compound feed) | (2 1/t compound feed)
KomudyecTBo TpaBMHUPOBaHHBIX
Kyp-Hecytiek, 1o (%)
Number of injured laying hens, 3(2,7) 2 (1,8) 1(0,9)
heads (%)
[Tanex, rou (%)
Mortality, heads (%) 4 (3.6) 1(0.9) 0
CoxpaHHOCTb MOTOJIOBbS
ITULEL, % 96,4 99,1 100
Safety of poultry, %

VY nTuiibl ONbITHBIX TpyI 1 1 2 moBeaeHue, NoTpedieHue KOpMa U BOJIbI, PEaKIUs Ha BHEII-
HUE Pa3ApAXKUTENH, COCTOSIHUE BUJIMMBIX CIU3UCTHIX 000JI0UYEK, EPHEB, IPEOCIIKA U CEPEkKEK, Xa-
pakTep (pexannii BO BpeMsi ONbITa HE OTJIMYAIKNCH OT OMUCHIBAEMBIX MOKa3aTeleh cpeau KOHTPOJIb-
HBIX AHAJIOTOB.

B onbITHBIX rpynmnax Kyp-HECyIIeK He OTMEUEHbI M000YHBIE 3G (HEKTHI PU CKAapMIMBAHUU HC-
MBITYEMON KOPMOBOU 100aBKH Ha MPOTSKEHUU BCETO MepUoa 3KcrepumenTa. [loyyeHHbie JaHHbIe
YKa3bIBAIOT Ha MOJIOKUTEIBHOE BIUSHUE KOPMOBOM J100aBku Anujionyn L Ha COXpaHHOCTb NTHUIIBI.
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3akirodyenue. [IpoBeneHHbIe UCCIENOBaHUS 10 M3YUYCHUIO 3(P()EKTUBHOCTH KOPMOBOM JI0-
0aBku Arnuaomnyi L cBUAETEIbCTBOBAIN O MPUCYTCTBUM B TPYIIAX NTHUIIbI, B KOTOPHIX MCIIBITHIBA-
JIM TaHHYIO KOPMOBYIO J100aBKY B PEKOMEHIOBAHHOM PEKHUME TO3UPOBaHUs 1 1 2 1 Ha TOHHY KOM-
OMKOpMa, YIy4YIIEHUS COXPAHHOCTH TOTOJIOBBS. [Ipu yrmoTpebiaeHnn KopMOBOW T00aBKU HETATHB-
HOE JIeHCTBHE Ha 00IIee COCTOSHUE U PA3BUTHE Kyp-HECYIIeK HE OTMEUCHO.
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