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Annomayusn. CienuanvcTsl, YIUTHIBas HETPEKPAIIAIOMIUIICS pOCT 3aTpaT HA KOPMOBBIE MHTPE-
JMEHTHI, a TaK)Ke BBICOKYIO BOJIATWIBHOCTH LIEH Ha NTHLENPOAYKTHI, BEIHYKACHBI IPUMEHSThH ajbTepHa-
TUBHBIE CTPATETHH MOBHIIICHUS 3] deKkTrBHOCTH KOpMieHUs1 O0e3 morepu kadectBa. C JTOH IENBI0 HAMH
OBUTO TIPOBEJEHO HCCIIEIOBAHUE BIMSHUSA KOMIUIEKCHOW (epMeHTHON nobGaBku (I ombiTHas rpymma) u
ynpTpaguctnepcHbix dactur] menu (Il ombiTHas rpymma) HAa TPOAYKTUBHBIC ITOKA3aTENMH  IIBITUIAT-
OpoitnepoB. B xone nccnenoBaHusi yCTaHOBIIGHO, YTO 32 BECh MEPHOJ BHIpaNIBaHUs Opoiiiaeps! | ombIT-
HOU Trpymnmnsl moTpedbmin kopMa Ha 6,7 % 6ompmie, 11 onsiTHON — Ha 1,8 % B CpaBHEHHH C MOKA3aTEISIMU
KOHTpPOJILHOH Trpynmbl. Pa3zHuIa mo )uBOM Macce UBIUIAT-OpoiiiepoB KOHTposbHOH U 11 onbITHO# rpymm
cocrasmia 11,1 % (P<0,05). OtHocuTenpHas CKOPOCTH pOCTa MpeBbImana B | onbrTHO# rpymme Ha 17,5 %
(P<0,05), Bo II onbITHOI — Ha 21,8 % (P<0,05) B cpaBHEHUHU C KOHTPOJIBHOM IPyNIOi Ha BTOPYIO HENEMIO
JKCIepUMeHTa. Pacyér cpeaHecyTOUHBIX MPHUPOCTOB MOATBEPAMI, YTO HA MPOTSDKEHHUH BCETO AKCIEpPH-
MeHTa ¢ 7 o 42 cyTku JaHHbIM nokaszatens B [ u Il onbITHBIX rpynmax 6sul Beie Ha 15 % (P<0,05) u
15,2 % (P<0,05) cOOTBETCTBEHHO OTHOCHTEIHHO KOHTPOJIA. AHANN3 XHMHUYECKOTO COCTAaBA MEIIICTHOM
TKaHH IBIIIAT-OPOHIIEpPOB MO3BOJIMII 3aKIIOYHTh, YTO B | ONMBITHOH Ipyrine KOHUEHTPAIHs CyXOoro Bellle-
ctBa Obwta Beime Ha 1,8 % (P<0,05), mpotenna — na 1,1 % (P<0,05), xxupa — na 0,7 % (P<0,05) B cpaBHe-
HHUH ¢ KOHTposieM. Bo Il ombITHOH rpyIine KOHIEHTpalys MpOTenHa MPeBbIIaa KOHTPOJIbHBIE 3HAUSHHUS
Ha 1,6 % (P<0,05). Takum o6pa3om, B X0/Ie UCCIEIOBAHUS BEISIBICHO, YTO KOMIUIEKC (PEPMEHTHOM 100aB-
KU KaK OTAEJIBhHO, TaK M B COBOKYITHOCTH C MEJIBIO B YJIBTPAIUCIIEPCHON (OpMe OKa3bIBAIOT MOIOKUTETb-
HOE BIHUSHHME HA MPOAYKTUBHBIE MOKA3aTeIH HBILIAT-OpoitnepoB. Ho mpu pacuére mokaszaremns WHICKCA
NPOJYKTUBHOCTH YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO SKOHOMHYECKH BBITOJTHOM CTpaTerveil sBiseTcst BBe/IeHHE B PallioH
OpoiiepoB KOMIUIEKCHON ()epMEHTHOM T0OABKH C YIBTPAAUCIICPCHBIMHA YaCTHIIAMHA MEITH.
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Abstract. Experts, given the continuing rise in the cost of feed ingredients and the high volatility
of prices for poultry products, are forced to use alternative strategies to increase feed efficiency without
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sacrificing quality. To this end, we conducted a study of the effect of ultrafine copper particles and a com-
plex enzyme additive on the productive performance of broiler chickens. During the study, it was found
that for the entire growing period, broilers of the I experimental group consumed 6.7% more, the II exper-
imental group - by 1.8% in comparison with the indicators of the control group. The difference in live
weight of broiler chickens in the control and II experimental groups was 11.1% (P<0.05). The relative
growth rate in the I experimental group advanced over the control by 17.5% (P<0.05), and the II experi-
mental group by 21.8% (P<0.05) in comparison with on the second week of the experiment. The calcula-
tion of average daily gains confirmed that throughout the experiment from 7 to 42 days, this indicator in
experimental groups I and II was higher by 15% (P<0.05) and 15.2% (P<0.05), respectively, relative to the
control. Analysis of the chemical composition of the muscle tissue of broiler chickens allowed us to con-
clude that in the first experimental group, the dry matter concentration was higher by 1.8% (P<0.05), pro-
tein by 1.1% (P<0.05), fat by 0.7% (P<0.05) in comparison with the control. In the second experimental
group, the protein concentration exceeded the control values by 1.6% (P<0.05). Thus, in the course of the
study, it was revealed that the complex of the enzyme supplement, both separately and in combination
with copper in ultrafine form, has a positive effect on the productive performance of broiler chickens. But
when calculating the productivity index, it was found that the cost-effective strategy is to introduce a
complex enzyme supplement with ultrafine copper particles into the diet of broilers.
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BBenennue.

IIpon3BoAXUTENBHOCTE B NTHLEBOACTBE BbIpocaa ¢ 9 10 132 MiH ToHH B roj B nepuof ¢ 1961 mo
2019 roxa (Food and agriculture organization of the united nations, 2020). [ToBbIIIeHHBIH MHPOBOH CIIPOC
Ha MsICO OpOMJIEPOB AEMOHCTPHPYET IKCIIOHSHIUAIBHBIA POCT TEMIIOB BHIPAOOTKH MPOJIYKTOB MTHIIEBO/I-
YeCKOW OTpacii, YTO MOPOXKIAET COOTBETCTBYIOIIYIO KOHKYPEHIIUIO CPEIH CEeIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHBIX TPO-
n3poguteneid (Wang C et al., 2022).

CrenmanucThl, yYUTHIBask HEMIPEKPALIaloIUKCs POCT 3aTpaT Ha KOPMOBBIE HHIPEAUEHTHI, a TaK¥Ke
BBICOKYIO BOJIATHJILHOCTB II€H Ha ITHUICTIPOIYKTHI, BBIHYKIICHbI IPUMEHSATh aJbTEPHATUBHBIE CTPATETHU
MOBBIEHUS 3P HEKTUBHOCTH KOpMIICHHS Oe3 moTepu kadectBa (Ayalew H et al., 2022). IIpu 3Tom BEIOOD
CTpaTerud BapbUPYeTCs B IIMPOKOM JHAINa30He: OT NPUMEHEHHs HNPUBBIYHBIX KOPMOBBIX aHTHOHOTHKOB
(Hamid H et al., 2019) no BHeapeHns B parpion OpoiiiiepoB MHHOBAIIMOHHBIX J00ABOK HA OCHOBE (hHUTOTe-
HUKOB (Al-Mnaser A et al., 2022; Shehata AA et al., 2022), noakucnureneit (Sizmaz O et al., 2022),
mramMMoB Oaktepuii (Biswas A et al., 2022) u 1. 1. OCHOBHOE JEHCTBHE CTHMYJISTOPOB POCTA 3aKIFOYaACT-
Csl B IPAMON MJIM KOCBEHHOW MOJYJISIIMH HHUIIEBAPUTENBHOIN CHCTEMBI IBIIISAT-OpONHIepoB, 4TO B TOCIe-
JYIOIIIEM OTpa)kaeTcsl Ha MPOIyKTHBHOCTH B 1iesioM (Salaheen S et al., 2017).

JlokazaHo, YTO C IENbI0 MaKCHMHU3alMd KOHBEPCHUH KOpMa Iiesiecoo0pa3HO BBEJEHHE B PalioH
(hepmeHTCOCpKAIIIMX KOPMOBBIX J100aBok (Wickramasuriya SS et al., 2022). [lepponauanpHO Hccieno-
BaHMS IPOBOIMIINCH C MICIIOIB30BAHUEM OT/IEJIFHBIX IK30TeHHBIX (hepMeHTOB (Arczewska-Wlosek A et al.,
2019; Hu J et al., 2020; Zhou H et al., 2021), Ha cOBpeMEHHOM 3Tare HaOUPAIOT aKTyaJbHOCTh HAYJIHBIC
pa3paboTKH, MOCBSIIEHHBIE BOIPOCY KOMIUIEKCHOTO BBEJCHHUS MPOAYKTOB MHUKPOOHOTO MPOHUCXOXKACHUS
B KOpMJIeHHE celbckoxossiicTBeHHol nruiibl (McCafferty KW et al., 2022; Wickramasuriya SS et al.,
2022).

B nenom s exTrBHOCTS Tpoliecca MUIEBAPEHNsT W BCACHIBAHUS Y IITHIl HANPSAMYIO CBsi3aHa C
IUIIEBBIMA COSIUHEHUSIMA M MHKPOOPTaHHU3MaMH, HAaXOJSIIMMHUCS B HMX IHUIIEBAPUTEIBHON CHCTEME
(Salaheen S et al., 2017). [ToaToMy moMuMO BBeICHHS ()EPMEHTOB B PAIIOH PACCMOTPHUM €IIE OJIHY alTb-



JKusomnoeodcmeo u kopmonpouszeoocmeo 2022 / Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2022;105(4)

10 HAHOTEXHOJIOI'MH B ’)KUBOTHOBOJACTBE U KOPMOIIPOU3BOACTBE/
NANOTECHNOLOGY IN ANIMAL HUSBANDRY AND FODDER PRODUCTION
TEPHATUBY aHTUOMOTHYESCKOMY CTUMYJSATOPY pocta — Meab. CooOImaeTcst, 9To Meab 001a1aeT aHTUMUK-
pOOHBIMU CBOMCTBaMH, 4YTO MPHUBOJUT K YBEIWYCHHIO Macchl Tena OpoinepoB (Sizova EA et al, 2020).
I[HoMuMoO aHTHOAKTEPHUAIEHOTO AECUCTBHUSI MEOb SIBISIETCS BAXKHBIM KO(DAKTOPOM (DEpMEHTHBIX CHCTEM,
YYaCTBYIOIIUX B OKHCIUTEIHHBIX W BOCCTAHOBUTEIBHBIX TIporeccax (IIMTOXPOMOKCHIa3a, TH3MIOKCH A~
3a, CYNMepOKCUATUCMYTa3a, liepyomiasMut u Metautotnonent) (Nguyen HTT et al., 2020).
Heo0xoauMo 0TMETHTB, UTO COBMECTHOE MPUMECHEHHUE BELIECTB PAa3HOM MPUPOIBI MOXKET COIPO-
BOXKIIaThCsl aHTaronuctuaeckumu 3ddexramu (Hassan S et al., 2020), mpuBois K HAPYIICHUIO KaK CAaMOT0
mporiecca MUIICBAPCHIS, TaK W BCACHIBAHMS HYTPUEHTOB. TakuM 0Opa3oM, IUIsi OpraHU3aIiui MOTHOIICH-
HOTO ¥ 3(QPEKTHUBHOTO MUTAHUS LBILIAT-OPOMIEPOB HEOOXOAMMO IKCIICPUMEHTAIBHOE TOATBEPIKICHIC
0e30macHOCTH ¥ 3(PPEKTUBHOCTH BCEX BO3MOXKHBIX CTpaTeTWi CTUMYJIUPOBaHHUS pocTa 0e3 MpUMEHEHUs
KOPMOBBIX aHTHONOTHKOB.

Ieap uccaenoBaHmsl.
W3ydenue BIMSAHUS YIBTPAIUCICPCHBIX YACTUI[ MEIU M KOMIUICKCHOH (pepMeHTHOM n00aBKU Ha
POy KTHUBHBIC MIOKA3aTeIN BILIAT-OPOIEepPOB.

MaTtepuaJjbl 1 METOAbI HCCJIET0BAHUIM.

O0bekThI HccaenoBanus. L{pmista-opoiineps! kpocca Arbor Acres.

OO6cnyXuBaHUE XKUBOTHBIX W SKCICPUMEHTAIBHBIC HCCIECJOBAHUS OBUIM BBHIIOJHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBHM C MHCTPYKIHMAMH ¥ PEKOMEHMIAIIMAMH POCCHUICKMX HOpMaTHBHBIX akToB (1987 r.; IIpnka3s Mun-
3apaBa CCCP No 755 ot 12.08.1977 «O Mepax no nanbHEHIIEMY COBEPLICHCTBOBAHUIO OPraHU3AIUOH-
HBIX (opM pabOTHI C UCTIOIB30BAHUEM DKCIIEPUMEHTAIILHBIX )KUBOTHBIX») B «Guide for the Care and Use
of Laboratory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). Ilpu npoBenenun mccieno-
BaHMH OBUIM TPENNpPUHSATHI MEPHI Ul 00ecHeyeHns] MUHUMYMa CTPaJaHUi >KUBOTHBIX M yMEHbBIICHUS
KOJIMYECTBA MCCIIETYEMBIX OTIBITHBIX 00pa3IoB.

CxeMa 3KcriepuMeHTa. DKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHAS YaCTh UCCIEIOBAaHMM ObLIa MPOBECHA B YCIOBHIX
BuBapust ®PI'BHY «®DenepanbHblii HaydHBIH IEHTp OMOJIOTHYECKHX CHCTEM M arpoTexHosorui Poccuii-
ckoit akagemun» (OHL] BCT PAH). Pacnipenenenue ®UBOTHBIX IPOBOJWIN 10 MPUHLUILY aHAJOTMYHBIX
rpynm, 000cOOJIEHHBIM METOJIOM Map-aHaIoroB. Tak, ObuTH chOpMHUPOBAHBI TPH TPYHIBI (KOHTPOIb, I, IT)
o 35 ronoB B Kaxaou. [ITHily comepayiv rpynmnaMy B KJIETOYHBIX OaTapesx ¢ COONIOJICHUEM OJUHAKO-
BBIX TEXHOJIOTHYECKUX ITapaMeTpOB COACPKaHMs, PEKOMEHIOBAaHHBIX IS Kpocca Arbor Acres (CripaBou-
HUK IO BBIpamuBaHuio OpoiiepoB Arbor Acres, Aviagen, 2018). Kopmiienue OpoiiiepoB oCymiecTBIs-
J0Ch TONHOpPAMoHHBIM KoMOuKopMoM (IIK) ¢ muTaTenbHOCTBIO COTACHO PEKOMEHIyeMbIM HOpMam
BHUTMUII. B uccnenopanuu Oblila MCIIOJb30BaHa KOMILIEKCHas (hepMeHTHAs noOaBka (D) obnmamaromias
9H70-1,4-6eta-kcnnanasnoid (4000 en/r), anbda-amunaznoi (400 en/r) u npoteasnont (8000 exn/r) akTuB-
HocThio (Finnfeeds Oy, @unnsanans). Kontponsnas rpynma — I1K; [ onsitaas rpynma — [K-+koMrurekcHas
(dhepmenTHas gobaBka (P). Il onbitHas — [IK+dD+ynerpagucnepcusie yactuibl Menu (OO0 «Ilnatunay,
r. MockBa) ¢ THApOIUHAMUYECKHM panuycoM 127+24.3 uM B no3e 1,7 Mr/kr kopma. Menp B yabTpaauc-
nepcHOi (opMe BBOAMIM B CYCHEH3HIO C JUCTHIIIIMPOBAHHOM BOMOW ¢ 0OpabOTKOH YIbTPa3ByKOBBIM
nporneccopoM UPS0H. ITpoaomkuTeasHOCTh 3KCIEpUMEHTa B O0IIEH CI0KHOCTH cocTaBuna 42 1Hs, nep-
BbI€ 7 CYTOK — IIOATOTOBUTENBHBIN MEPHOJT U 35 CyTOK — 9KCIIEpUMEHTAIBHBIN.

Ha npoTspxennu Bcero (pU3HONOTHIECKOTO OIBITa MPOU3BOAMIACH OIICHKA MSICHOM IPOIyKTHBHO-
CTH LBIUIAT-OpOHIIEpOB MyTEM €KeCyTOUHBIX WHAWBHIYaJIbHBIX B3BEIIMBAHMI C TOCIEIYIONINM pacdé-
TOM CKOPOCTH pocTa: abCOJIOTHBIH NMPHPOCT — T, OTHOCUTEIBbHBIH mpupocT — % (Eropos M.A. u np.,
2019). ITocpencTBoM eXEIHEBHOTO Yy4ETa 300TEXHHYECKHUX IMOKa3aTeledl MPOU3BOJIMIIOCH BBIYUCICHUE
EBpomneiickoro nnaekca 3pGheKTHBHOCTH MPOU3BOICTBA.

OOopynoBanue u TexHuuyeckue cpeacrBa. HMccnepoBanusa BoimoigHeHsl B HKII BCT
PAH http:/ukn-6cT.pd Ha 6a3e neHTpa «HaHOTEXHONOTHH B CETBCKOM XO3SIMCTBE». YIBTPa3ByKOBOW
npoueccop UPSOH (Helischer Ultrasonics, ['epmanus).
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Cratucrnyeckas o6padorka. OOpaboTKy SKCHEPHUMEHTAIBHBIX JTAHHBIX MPOU3BOJMIN C TIOMO-
b0 CTATHCTHYECKOTO aHaIM3a C HMCIOJIb30BAaHHUEM MpOorpaMMHOro makera «Statistica 12» («Stat Soft
Inc.», USA) u «Microsoft Excel» («Microsofty, CIIIA). IIpoBepka Ha HOPMAaJIBLHOCTh pacHpeICICHUS
JAHHBIX OBIJIa MPOBE/IEHa C MOMOINBI0 KpuTepus cornacus Kommoroposa-CmupHoBa. i1t OIleHKH cTaT-
CTHYECKOI 3HAaYMMOCTH HCIOIh30BANIN MMapaMeTpHyecKnil t- Kputepuii CThIoIeHTa HE3aBUCHMBIX TPYTIIL.

Pe3ynbTaTsl necne1oBaHmii.

B xoze vccnenoBanyst yCTaHOBIIEHO, IS BCEX TPYIIIT XapaKTepeH BhICOKUN ypoBeHb coxpaHHocTd — 100 %.
[Tpu yuére kopMoB (puc. 1) ObUTO BEIIBICHO, YTO B CTAPTOBOM IIEPHOJE YPOBEHB MOTPEOJICHUS BEIIIC Y
OpoiiepoB ONBITHBIX TPy, B yacTHOCTH B I —Ha 11,9 %, Bo Il — Ha 10,7 % B cpaBHeHMHU ¢ KOHTposeM. B
POCTOBOM IIEPHOAC CUTYAIHsI CIOXKIIIACH HHAS: )KUBOTHEIE | rpymmer motpebmmu Ha 2,1 % xopma Oombiie,
YeM KOHTpOJbHas ntuna. B cBoio odepens Bo Il ombiTHON rpynme ypoBeHs moTpebnenus 0611 Ha 6,2 %
HIDKE B CpaBHEHUU ¢ KOHTpoJeM. [Ipu aHanuse noTpebiieHus: KopMa 3a BeCh IEpUO]T BEIpAIIMBAHUS yCTa-
HOBJICHO, 4YTO Opoitneps! | onbITHO# rpynmel noTpedunu Ha 6,7 % Oonbiue, 11 ombiTHO# — Ha 1,8 % B
CpaBHEHUH C TIOKA3aTEISIMA KOHTPOIBHOM TPYIIIEL.

OnHUM K3 OCHOBHBIX IOKa3aTeled MPOAYKTHUBHOCTU CEJIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHOW NTHLBI SBISETCA
xwuBasi Macca. JKnuBas Macca OpoiiyiepoB B Hadaje HKCIIEPUMEHTAIBFHOTO MepHOjia HaXOAUIACh HAa OJHOM
YpOBHE, pa3HHIa Mo macce He mocturana 5 %. Ilo okoHuanuio skcrepuMenTa (42 AHS) BBISIBICHO, YTO
Mmacca Opoitepos | ombrTHOM rpynms! Ha 10,2 % (P<0,05) Bbime konTposs. Pa3numa mo xuBoi Macce
IBIUIAT-OpoiinepoB KoHTporbHOH 1 1 omerTHO# rpymm cocrasmia 11,1 % (P<0,05).
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£2 3500
28
2€ 2500
1
S
e S 1500
2=
52
= = 500 KontpoabHasi/Control

Puc. 1 — /Inmarpamma norpedJieHusi KOpMa 3a Bech IepHO/l BbIPALIUBAHNSA
IBILIAT-0poiiepoB Arbor Acres 1o nepuojaM KCIepuMeHTa, I/TOJ.
(n=35, oNBIT B yCJI0BUSIX BUBAPHUSI)
Figure 1 — Diagram of feed consumption for the entire period of growing of Arbor Acres
broiler chickens by periods of the experiment, g/head (n=35,
experiment in vivarium conditions)

IIpn 3TOM HCTHHHAS CKOPOCTH pocTa (pUC. 2) COOTBETCTBEHHO TakXke Oblila pa3IHyHOl B Mccie-
JIyeMBIX IpyMrax. YUYHThIBas BBICOKYIO CKOPOCTb POCTa B IEPBBIA MECSIl KH3HH OpOMIIepoOB, XapakTep
JUHAMHKH HCCIIEyeMOro MoKaszaTelsl Ha MIPOTSKEHUHN BCEro AKCIIEPUMEHTa ObUI CXOXKHMM BO BCEX IPYII-
nax, 3a MCKIII0YEHHEM BTOPOTO 3KCIIEPUMEHTAIBHOTo neproaa (14 cyTok).
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[Tpnmeuanne: * — P<0,05 npu cpaBHEHNHN ¢ KOHTPOJIBHOM IPyNIOi
Note: * — P<0.05 when compared with the control group
Puc. 2 — I'paduik 0THOCUTEJILHON CKOPOCTH POCTA UBINJAT-0poiijiepoB Arbor Acres
10 NepuoAaM IKcnepuMeHTa, % (n=35, oNbIT B YCI0BUAX BUBaApHS)
Figure 2 — Graph of the relative growth rate of Arbor Acres broiler chickens over
the periods of the experiment, % (n=35, experiment in vivarium conditions)

Tak, oTHOcuTeNnbHass CKOPOCTh pocTa B | ombITHOM rpymme Obiia Beime Ha 17,5 % (P<0,05), Bo
II ompitTHOM — Ha 21,8 % (P<0,05) B cpaBHEHHU ¢ KOHTPONBHOM Ipymnmoii. B nenom, HauuHast ¢ 22 cyTox
BBIPAIIMBAHUS, THHAMHUKA OTHOCHUTEIHFHONH CKOPOCTH POCTa HA MPOTSHKEHUH BCETO Ieproja MMelia CXOo-
JKUH XapakTep ¥ K KOHITY dKCIIEpUMEHTa TIOKa3aTeJId CKOPOCTH POocTa Jiist OpoiiepoB 11 onbITHOM rpyIimbl
Opun cHIKEHHI Ha 5,2 % (P<0,05). [Ipu ananm3e OTHOCHTEIBEHOM CKOPOCTH POCTa 32 BECh NEPUOT BBIpa-
MUBaHUS C 7 10 42 CyTKH CTATHCTUYECCKH 3HAYMMBIX U3MEHEHHH BBIIBICHO He ObUT0, 11 | u 11 ombITHBIX
IpyNI XapakTepHa TEHAEHLMs K yBeaudeHuto Ha 3,8 % u Ha 4,3 % COOTBETCTBEHHO IPU CPABHEHHUHU C
TPYIION KOHTPOJIA.

Pacuér cpenHecyTOUHBIX MPUPOCTOB (pUC. 3) MOATBEPAMII, YTO HA MPOTSIKEHUH BCETO DKCIEPH-
MeHTa ¢ 7 1o 42 cyTKH JaHHBIA mokas3aTens B [ u Il onsiTHBIX rpynmax 6su1 Beime Ha 15 % (P<0,05) u
15,2 % (P<0,05) coOoTBETCTBEHHO OTHOCHUTEIBHO KOHTPOJIsL. Pa3HuIa IO cCpeAHEeCyTOUHOMY IPUPOCTY OBI-
Jla MaKCUMaJIbHOU Ha 15 cyTku skcniepumenTa, st | onbrtHo# mokazatens — 40,4 1, mst [I — 47,2 r npo-
THUB KOHTPOJBbHBIX 25,6 T.

® Kontpouas/Control I onbiTHast/I experimental Il IT onbiTHas1/II experimental
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Iepuoa sxrcrepuMeHTa (CYTKH)
/Experiment period (days)

o
*
*
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—
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CpeanecyTouHbIH NPHPOCT, T
/Average daily weight gain, g
L

[Mpumeuanne: * — P<0,05 npu cpaBHEHNH ¢ KOHTPOJIBHOM IPYIION
Note: * — P<0.05 when compared with the control group
Puc. 3 — /Iuarpamma cpeaHecyTOYHBIX IPHPOCTOB ULILIAT-0poiijiepoB kpocca Arbor Acres
B Bo3pacTe 42 CyTOK II0 IepHOaM IKCIIEPUMEHTa, I' (n=35, onbIT B yCJI0BUSIX BUBapHUs)
Figure 3 — Diagram of the average daily gains of broiler chickens of the Arbor Acres cross
at the age of 42 days by the periods of the experiment, g
(n=35, experiment in vivarium conditions)
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Wupexc npoayKTUBHOCTH sl | OmBITHOM Tpymiel coctaBui 379 enuaui npotuB 309 B KOHTPOIIb-
Hoit. Bo Il rpymme pa3HuIa JaHHOTO MOKA3aTeis MO OTHOIIEHUIO K KOHTPOJEHBIM 3HAUYCHUSIM ObLIa BHI-
me, yem B | rpynme (70 equnaui) u coctaBuna 88 enunuit (397).

Y6oitHbIC TOKA3aTEIN XapaKTEPU3OBAIUCH CTATUCTHUECKH 3HAYMMBIMA M3MEHEHUSIMH MacChl I10-
TPOIEHOH TyIIKH, 171 | onmbITHOH rpynmsl pazHuna cocrasmia 12,1 % (P<0,05), ms 11— 13,3 % (P<0,01)
10 OTHOIIICHHIO K KOHTPOJILHOM (puc. 4).

2500
* *
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-
g :En * * %k
< &
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v MHIT I

Ipenyboitnas :;xuBas macca/
Pre-slaughter live weight

Horpoménas Tymka/Gutted carcass

i KornrpoabHasi/Control = I onbiTHasi/I experimental ® IT onbiTHas/ITI experimental

[Ipumeuanne: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01 npu cpaBHEHUH ¢ KOHTPOIBHON TPYIIIOH
Note: * — P<0.05; ** — P<0.01 when compared with the control group
Puc. 4 — Y6oiinble noka3aTe/u UbILIAT-0pPoiiiepoB B Bo3pacTe 42 CyTOK, T
(n=35, onbIT B yCJIOBUAX BUBAPUS)
Figure 4 — Slaughter indicators of broiler chickens at the age of 42 days, g (n=35,
experiment in vivarium conditions)

B xome aHanm3a pe3ysbTaTOB aHATOMWUYECKOW pa3/eiKd TYIIW IBILIIAT-OpoiiepoB (Tadi. 1) 3a-
(bukcupoBay, 4YTO yOOWHBIH BRIXO MPEBBINIAT KOHTPOJIBHBIC ITOKa3aTeNu B | onmbiTHOW rpynme Ha 1,5 %
(P<0,05), Bo II — Ha 1,66 % (P<0,05). OTHOMmIEHNE CHemOOHOW YacTH K HechemoOHoU Bo Il ombITHOM
rpymnme Ha 5,5 % Bble 3HaueHUi KOHTpOJs. B xone aHammsa o0mieil MBIIIEYHOH MacChl YCTAaHOBIICHO: B
I onbITHOM TpymIe mpeBbillieHHe TaHHOTO TMoka3zatens Ha 11,9 % (P<0,05), pasuuna mexny Il onbrTHOM
IpyNIsl ¥ KOHTpoJieM coctaBmia 13 % (P<0,05).

Tabnuma 1. [Toka3aTen aHATOMHYECKOH Pa3IeJK HbIILIAT-0poiijiepoB B Bo3pacte 42 CyTOK
(Mzm) (n=35, onbIT B yCJI0BUSAX BUBAPUS)
Table 1. Indicators of anatomical cutting of broiler chickens at the age of 42 days (M+m)
(n=35, experiment in vivarium conditions)

I'pynna / Group
Hoxa3arens / Indicator KOHTPOJIb I onbITHAsK II onbITHAR
/ Control /I experimental | /Il experimental

Yo6orubi BeIxoA, % / Slaughter yield, % 68,32+ 0,65 69,82 +0,24* 69,98 +£0,51*
OTHolIeHne cheT00HOH YyacTH
K Hechenio0HoM /Edible part / Inedible part 1,81 +0,01 1,89 + 0,05 1,91 £ 0,04*
O6muras macca mbin, r/Muscle weight, g 941,6 + 23,07 1053,5 +£20,3* 1064,33+31,21*
Macca nieuenu, r / Weight of the liver, g 41,68 £2,05 36,94 + 1,47* 40,25+1,08
Macca cepana, v/ Heart weight, g 12,60 + 0,64 13,03+ 0,78 13,52+0,92
Macca MBIIIEYHOTO KeNlyKa, T
/Muscle stomach weight, g 46,4 +2,9 45,15+2,5 43,02+2,44%*
Macca cene3énku, r / Spleen weight, g 260,14 2,5+0,15 2,43+0,12

IIpumeuanue: * — P<0,05 npu cpaBHEHUH

C KOHTPOJIbHOW TpyMION

Note: * — P<0.05 when compared with the control group
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B mponecce anaroMu4eckoi pas3/iesiki yCTaHaBIMBAIN Maccy opraHoB. Tak, OTMETHIIN TEHICH-

IIUI0 K CHI)KCHUIO MAacChl Ie4eHU BO Il OMBITHOM Ipymiie, CO CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMBIM CHIKCHHEM Mac-

cel B | omertHOM Ha 11,4 % (P<0,05) B cpaBHEHNH C KOHTpoJIeM. Macca MBIIIEYHOTO keryaka Bo 11 ombIT-

HOH rpymme Osuta HIke Ha 7,3 % (P<0,05).

AHann3 XMMUYECKOTO COCTaBa MBIIIEYHON TKaHU (PHUC. 5) LBITUIAT-OpOHIepOB MO3BOIMII 3aKIIIO-

YHUTh, YTO B | ONBITHOM rpyme KOHLIEHTpAIHsI CyXoro BemiecTBa Obu1a Boime Ha 1,8 % (P<0,05), nporeu-

Ha — Ha 1,1 %(P<0,05), xxupa — Ha 0,7 % (P<0,05) B cpaBHeHHH ¢ koHTpOjaeM. Bo Il ombITHOI rpymme
KOHIICHTPAIUS TPOTENHA IPEBBIIIANa KOHTPOJIbHbIE 3HaueHus Ha 1,6 % (P<0,05).

18.8%*
1747

® Baara/ Moisture

0) 19 3%* £1 Cyxoe BemecrBo/Dry matter

IIporenn/Protein

= JKup/Fat

® 3071a/Ash

[pumeuanne: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01 npu cpaBHEHHH C KOHTPOJIBHOU TPYTIIIOH
Note: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01 when compared with the control group
Puc. 5— Xummnyeckuii cocTap MbIIIEYHON TKAHU HBLILIAT-0poiiiepoB B Bo3pacte 42 cyTOK, Yo:
a) KOHTPOJIb, B) | onbiTHas, ¢) I onbiTHAast (M+m) (n=35, onbIT B yCJI0BUAX BUBAPHS)
Figure 5 — Chemical composition of the muscle tissue of broiler chickens at the age
of 42 days, %: a) control, c) experimental I, ¢) experimental II (M+m)
(n=35, experiment in vivarium conditions)

Takxum 00pa3oM, BBISIBICHHBIE N3MEHEHHSI OTHOCUTEIBHON CKOPOCTH POCTa, AMHAMHUKHU CPEIHECY-
TOYHBIX MPHUPOCTOB B COUYETAHUM C TOKAa3aTEISIMH aHATOMHYECKON pa3/eNKd U XMMHYECKHUM COCTaBOM
MBIIIEYHOM TKAHU OMBITHBIX TPYMI CBUAETENHCTBYIOT O BHIPAKEHHOM MOJIOKUTEIBHOM BJIMSHUU KaK OT-
JEJIBHOTO KOMILIEKCa (PepMEHTHBIX J00aBOK, TaK M B COBOKYITHOCTH C MEbIO B YJIBTPAIUCIEPCHO (op-
M€ Ha IPOAYKTHUBHBIE [TOKa3aTeIH LBILIAT-Opoiinepos. Ho 3HaueHne nmokasaTesns UHAEKCA IPOLyKTHUBHO-
CTH C YY€TOM 3aTpayeHHOr0 KopMa Ha 1 Kr mpUpocTa CBUAETENLCTBYET O TOM, YTO SKOHOMHUYECKU BBITO/I-
HOHM cTpaTerueil sBIseTCS CKapMIIMBaHWE KOMIUIEKCHOW (epMEHTHOH 00aBKM B COYETaHUH C YJbTpa-
JUCIEPCHBIMY YaCTUL[AMHU MEIH.

OO0cyskneHne N0JIy4eHHBIX Pe3y/IbTaTOB.

BaxHBIM yCJIOBHEM TOJHOLIEHHOTO JIeHCTBHA (DEPMEHTOB SIBIISIETCS HAJHMYME COOTBETCTBYFOIIMX
cyberparoB (Singh AK et al., 2019), ¢ 3Toif Henpl0 B HaIIEM HCCIEAOBAHUH B PAIIMOH OpoiliepoB ObLT
BBeICH stuMeHb (5 % — Ha crapte u 10 % —Ha pocTe). SSTIMEHb COEPKHUT B CBOEM COCTAaBE BHICOKHE YPOB-
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HH HEeKpaxXMaJIbHBIX TOJIMCaxapHuIoB ¢ Mpeodia aronM noinumepoM B-rirrokanoM (Smeets N et al., 2018).
[ToMuMO 3TOro B APYIHX 3JaKOBBIX KOMIIOHEHTAX paIlMOHA COJIEpKaTcs MOJ0O0HBIEC IOJHCAXapUabl, B
YaCTHOCTH B TIIICHHUIIE ¥ KyKypy3¢e — apaOMHOKCHIIaHbI (KCHito3a u apabunosa) (Musigwa S et al., 2021).

PacTBOopuMBIe HEKpaxMaJbHBIE MMOJMCAXapHbl MOBHIIIAIOT BA3KOCTh KHIIEYHOTO COAEPKHMOTO,
Hapymias TeM caMbIM IUIeBapeHne. HepacTBopuMeble, BXOASIINE B COCTaB KIETOYHBIX CTEHOK, JEHCTBY-
10T Kak ¢uznyueckuii 6apbep s GYyHKIIMOHUPOBAHMS JHJOTEHHBIX (DEPMEHTOB, TEM CaMbIM IPOSBIISS
WHKAIICYJISIHIO HyTpUeHTOB WK «d¢pdekt kietku» (Smeets N et al., 2018). B cocraB uccneayemoit dhep-
MEHTHOH 100aBKM BXOANT KCHJIaHA3a, CIIOCOOHAs pa3pyllaTh MAaTPUKC KIETOYHOW CTEHKH 3JIaKOB palyo-
Ha, BBICBOOOJKasi TAKUM 00pa30M MHKAICYJIMPOBAaHHbBIE YIIIEBObI, BKIIOYAs KpaxMall, CBOOOHbIE caxa-
pa, pactBopuMble HekpaxMaibHble onucaxapuabl (Disetlhe ARP et al., 2018). B To ke Bpemsa amunasa
YBEJIMYMBACT TPaHC(HOPMAITMOHHBINA pacha BRICBOOOKIEHHBIX YITIEBOIOB, B TOM YHCIIE Kpaxmala B WH-
KarncynmpoBanHOM 3Hpocniepme (McCafferty KW et al., 2022).

B pesynpraTte MeHseTcs NHUTATeNbHAs LEHHOCTh 3JIAKOBBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB, YTO BIIOCIIECICTBUH
HAXOJAUT OTPaXCHHE Ha NMPOIYKTUBHBIX MOKA3aTEISIX IBILIAT-OpONUIEpOB, B YACTHOCTU B YBEIUYCHHUH
*uBoi Maccel Ha 10,2 %. B 11€710M MOKHO MPEIOI0KUTh, YTO IaHHAS KOMOWHAIIHS CITOCOOHA TIOBBIIIATH
YCBOSIEMOCTh TIMUTATEIBHBIX BENIECTB PAIOHA, YIy4Ilas MPUPOCT Macchl Tesa ¥ 3(h(HeKTHBHOCT MCTIONb-
30BaHUs KOPMa, YTO COTIacyeTcs C pesysbraraMu Apyrux nccienopareneit (Singh AK et al., 2019).

KommnekcHas ¢epmenTHas 100aBKa CIIOCOOCTBYET YIYUIICHHOMY UCIOIB30BAHUIO MMUTATEIBHBIX
BEIIECTB, BEPOATHO, M3-3a Jerpaganuu kietouHoi cteHku (McCafferty KW et al., 2022). Kpome Toro,
CIIOKHAs CMECh C pa3HOH (hepMEHTATUBHON aKTHBHOCTHIO JETIONMMHPH3YET HEKpaXMallbHBIE ITOJINCAaXa-
PHIBI, YTO COOTBETCTBEHHO NPHBOAMUT K MPEICKA3yeMOMY YBEIHMUSHHIO HCIIOJIB30BAHUS HMHUTATEIBHBIX
BemecTB U dHepruu (Jiang Q et al., 2022).

HapamuBaHnne MBIIIIEYHOM Macchl y IBIUIAT-O0pOiIepoB MPOUCXOIUT 3a CYET MOCTYIUICHHS OenKa.
[Ipouecc nmerpaganuyu OENKOBBIX KOMIOHEHTOB Yy OpOWJIEPOB OCYIIECTBIAETCS Ha BHICOKOM ypOBHE, HO
BCE JKe M3-3a MPHUCYTCTBUS psjia aHTUIHMTATENbHBIX (PAaKTOPOB 4acTh Oeilka OCTAa&TcA B KHIIEYHUKE B
HeusMeHHOM Bujze (Wickramasuriya SS et al., 2022). IIpoTtea3a, BeposTHO, CIIOCOOCTBYET YIIyUIICHUIO
3¢ PEeKTUBHOCTH NepeBapuBaHus OelKa B BEPXHHUX OTAETaxX >KEIyIOYHO-KHIIEYHOTO TpakTa OpoHiIepos,
yBenmuuBas kKoiamdectBo MPHK nepeHocunkoB onmromnenTuioB, 4To COCOOCTBYET MOBHIIICHUIO dPek-
THBHOCTH TIOTJIONICHHSI TIENITHIOB U aMUHOKHUCIOT B ToHKOM kuieununke (McCafferty KW et al., 2022;
Jiang Q et al., 2022). 3a cuét u3MeHeHUs BbIPAOOTKH SHAOTECHHBIX (PEPMEHTOB MOKETYIOUHOHN JKeIe3bl
YTO aMuIIa3a, 4YTO MpoTea3a CIoCOOHBI CHUXATh IMOTEPH 3HJIOTCHHBIX aMHHOKHCIOT (Wickramasuriya SS
et al., 2022). JlaHHbIi pakT MOXKET CIOCOOCTBOBATH MOBBIIIEHUIO KOHIIEHTPAI[MH NTPOTEHHA B MBIIIEYHON
TKaHU B OIBITHBIX IPYyTIIaX.

BBenenne ynpTpaanCHOepCHBIX YAaCTHUI] MEAH TAKKE HAXOIHUT CBOE IMOJIOKUTEIBHOE BIWSHHUE Ha
MPOAYKTUBHBIC ITOKA3ATENN IBIIUIAT-OpoiIepoB. BeposTHO, YaCTHIIEI MeAH B YIABTPAAHUCIIEPCHOU (opme
KOCBEHHO IPOSIBUIIM CHHEPreTHUeCKui 3((PeKT Ha KOMIUIEKCHYIO (DepMEHTHYIO 100aBKYy, YTO HOCIIOCO0-
CTBOBAJIO JIy4YIIIEMY HCIIOJIb30BaHUIO KOMIIOHEHTOB KOpMa.

YabsTpagucnepcHbie yactuiibl Cu, o0yiagas BEICOKOW OMOIOCTYIMHOCTBIO, OBICTPO MubdOYyHAUPO-
BN K KJIETKaM CIU3MCTOH O0OIOUYKH KNIy TOYHO-KHIIEYHOTO TPaKTa, MPOHMKAS Yepe3 MHUIIEeBapUTEIhb-
HBII Oapwep, u nocTynuian B KpoBb (Yausheva E et al., 2018). JlanpHeliee yqacTie MeIu 3aKIII04aI0Ch B
3 PEKTHBHOM Y4acTHH B METa0OINYECKUX MpoIeccax opranu3Ma. Tak, Meib CIoCOOHa YBEIHYHBATh I10-
TJIOIIEHUE XUPHBIX KHUCIOT, YKHPOPACTBOPUMBIX BHTAMHHOB, TEM CaMBIM YJIydllas METa0OJIH3M IIHTa-
TENBHBIX BemlecTB M BiMsAsA Ha pocT (Sizova E et al., 2020). Kpome sToro, Meas cnoco0Ha yBenn4nBaTh
AKTHBHOCTH JIUITa3kl U (ocdonnmnassl B TOHKOM KumedHuke (Scott A et al., 2017). Ho ocHoBHOe neiicTBre
MEIN 3aKII0YaeTCs] B PEryJBIIUU MHKPOOUOTHI JKEIyAOYHO-KHIIEYHOTO TPaKTa MOCPEACTBOM OakTepu-
IUIHOTO M OaKTEPUOCTATHYECKOTO JCHUCTBUA. MeXaHU3MBbI, OOBSCHSIONIUE aHTUMHUKPOOHBIH 3¢ ekt
MOHOB MEIH, CBSA3aHBI C NMPSIMBIM NOBPEXIACHHEM MEMOpaHBI OaKTepHii, YTO MPUBOJUT K MOTEPE MEM-
OpaHHOTO MOTEHIMAJA M YTEUKe IUToIIa3mMaTndeckoro conepxkumoro (Sizova E et al., 2020). Kpome To-
r0, aKTHUBHBIE ()OPMBI KUCIOPOa, MPOAYLIUPYEMbIC HOHAMH MEIH, BHI3BIBAIOT JAaJbHEUIIICE TOBPEKICHUE
KIIETOYHBIX CTPYKTYp ¢ nocienyromieit nerpananueii JJHK (Leyva-Diaz AA et al., 2021).
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Takum 00pa3zom, BepOsATHO, ICHCTBYS Ha pa3HbIC TOUYKH MPHIIOKEHHUSI M B Pa3HBIX YaCTAX JKEITY-

JIOYHO-KHUIIIEYHOTO TPAKTa IBIIAT-OpOIepOB, AeCTBUE KOMIUIEKCHON (PepMEHTHOM 100aBKU U yJIbTpa-

JMCIIEPCHBIX YaCTHUI[ MU XapaKTEPU3yeTCs] CHHEPTU3MOM, YTO B KOHEYHOM HUTOre CIIOCOOCTBYET MOAY-
TSIAH TUIIEBAPUTENBHBIX POIIECCOB U MOBBIMICHUIO YHEPTeTUIECKOI IIEHHOCTH KOpMa.

3akJ0uenmue.

Takum 0Opa3oM, KOMOWHAITUSA MEIU B YIBTPATUCIIEPCHON (hopMe M KOMIUICKCHOH (pepMeHTHOM
00aBKH B TAaHHOM HWCCIICAOBAaHUH TPHUBENA K YIYUIICHUIO TPOIYKTUBHOCTH OpOMIEPOB, B OTIIMIHHA OT
OTJENIEHOTO MpUMEHEeHHS (PepMEHTHOM T00aBKH. JTOT (HaKT MOATBEPIKIACT HAITY TUIIOTE3Y O BO3MOYKHOM
aATUTHBHOM 3()(heKTe MccaeyeMbIX BEIIECTB, YTO B JANbHEHIIEM MOXET CIIOCOOCTBOBATH YBEIMUCHHIO
peHTa0EeTBFHOCTH OpOIepHOTO IPOU3BOACTBA. TeM He MeHee, TPeOYIOTCSl JOIOTHUTENbHBIC YTOYHSIONINE
HCCIICIOBAHMSI O BO3MOYKHOM CHHEPTH3Me, aHTarOHU3ME B CKOPOCTH POXOXKICHUS (hepMEHTHBIX 100aBOK
B COBOKYITHOCTU C MHKPORJIEMEHTAaMH, a TAK)KE BIUSHUE HA SKOCHCTEMY JKEIyJ0YHO-KUIIEYHOI'O TpaKTa
HBIIAT-OpOIIEPOB.
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