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Annomayusn. YBeNTU4eHNE KOJINICSCTBA MOJE3HBIX JKUPHBIX KUCIOT B MOJIOKE 3aBHCUT OT KOJIMYE-
CTBa IMOJIMHEHACHIEHHBIX XUPHBIX kuciaoT (ITHXXK) B pammoHe, ¢ 3TOM IENIbIO UCIIONB3YIOTCS KOpMA,
UMeroIue BICOKHH ypoBeHb coaepxkanus [THXK. YuuteiBas 6ombiioe BIUsSHUE CUCTEMBI KOPMIJICHHS Ha
XUMHUYECKHI COCTaB MOJIOKA M TTOCJICTHUE IOCTHXKEHUS B 3TOW 00JaCTH, B JaHHOM OUOJIHMOTpaduIecKoM
0030pe MpencTaBleHBl HCCIEIOBAHUS, KACAIOMIUECs] CTPAaTeTnii KOPMIICHHUS, TTOJIE3HBIX IS YBEIHUCHHS
KOHIIEHTPAILIMU CYXOTO BEIIECTBA, OCNIKA, JKUPHBIX KHCIOT, KOTOPHIE CUUTAIOTCS MOJE3HBIMU IS YEIOBE-
Ka (B TOM YHCJIE MOJMHEHACHIICHHBIX JKUPHBIX KHCJIOT) B KO3bEM MOJIOKE M MOJIOYHBIX MPOAYKTaxX, B
YaCTHOCTH, C MCIIOJIb30BAHMEM €CTECTBEHHBIX U KyJIbTYPHBIX IMACTOUII, NCTOYHUKOB PACTUTEIFHOTO Mac-
JIa ¥ BKIIIOYCHHUH B PAIIMOH KOPMOB, OOTaTHIX BTOPHYHBIMU MeTabomuTaMu U Ap. B 0030pe mpeacTaBieHb
U 00CYXIIaI0TCSI CUCTEMBI KOPMIICHUSI, CIIOCOOHBIEC YBETUYUTh IPOTyKTUBHOCTh MOJIOYHBIX KO3, U3MEHHUTD
Ka4eCcTBO MOJIYYaeMOro MOJIOKA M KOHIIEHTPAIMIO IOJE3HBIX KUPHBIX KUCIOT. [IprIMeHss COOTBETCTBY-
IOIIIE METOMBI U CIIOCOOBI KOPMJICHHSI, MOXXHO 3aMETHO BapbHPOBATh KOHIICHTPAIMEH JKUPa B MOJIOKE H
VIIydIIaTh €ro COCTaB. DTH CUCTEMBI KOPMJICHHUS OCHOBAHEI TIIaBHBIM 00pa30M Ha MCIONIB30BAHWUHU TPAB,
0OraThIX NMOJMHECHACHIIICHHBIMHU KUPHBIMU KUCIOTaMH, WM Ha BKIFOUYCHHH BEIIECTB W3 PACTUTEIBHBIX,
MOPCKHUX OTXOJOB WIH 3PUPHBIX Macel B paIlliOHe JaKTHPYIOUINX KUBOTHBIX. PaccMaTpuBaloTCst BOIpo-
CBI BIIMSIHUS COJCPIKAHNUS, YPOBHS TE€X WM HHBIX IUTATSIBHBIX BEUIECTB B PALlMOHE, OKPYKAIOIIEH CpelIbl,
9KOJIOTHYECKUX 30H Ha MPOAYKTUBHOCTH JKHBOTHBIX, (DEPMEHTAIMIO BEIISCTB B PyOIe, MHUKPOOHOM H
ypOBeHb MeTabOIUTOB B OMOCyOCcTpaTax.

Knrwoueevie cnosa: MonouHbie KO3bI, MOJIOKO, KOPMIICHUE, KUPHBIE KACIOTHI, KOPMOBEIE TOOABKH,
HETPaJAUINOHHBIE KOpMa

bnazooapuocmu: pabota BBINIOJIHEHA B cooTBeTCTBHM ¢ TuianoM HUP 3a 2021-2023 rr. ®T'BHY
OHI[ BCT PAH (Ne 0761-2019-0005).

Jna yumuposanus: BausHue cucTeM KOPMIICHHUS, OMOIIOTHYECKH AKTUBHBIX BEIISCTB M HETpPa-
JUITMOHHBIX KOPMOB Ha TIEPEeBapuMOCTh M (DU3HOJIOTHIO MHuIeBapeHus y ko3 (0030p) / JI.A. Kucnosa,
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Abstract. The increase in the amount of useful fatty acids in milk depends on the amount of poly-
unsaturated fatty acids (PFA) in the diet, for this purpose, feeds with a high level of PFA content are
used. Taking into account the great influence of the feeding system on the chemical composition of milk
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and recent advances in this field, this bibliographic review presents studies on feeding strategies useful for
increasing the concentration of dry matter, protein, fatty acids that are considered beneficial to humans
(including polyunsaturated fatty acids) in goat's milk and dairy products, in particular in particular, with
the use of natural and cultivated pastures, sources of vegetable oil and the inclusion in the diet of feeds
rich in secondary metabolites, etc. The review presents and discusses feeding systems that can increase the
productivity of dairy goats, change the quality of milk received and the concentration of effective fatty
acids. By applying appropriate methods and methods of feeding, it is possible to significantly vary the
concentration of fat in milk and improve its composition. These feeding systems are based mainly on the
use of herbs rich in polyunsaturated fatty acids, or on the inclusion of substances from plant, marine waste
or essential oils in the diet of lactating animals. The issues of the influence of the content, level of certain
nutrients in the diet, environment, ecological zones on the productivity of animals, fermentation of sub-
stances in the rumen, microbiome and the level of metabolites in biosubstrates are considered.
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Acknowledgements: the work was performed in accordance to the plan of research works for
2021-2023 FSBRI FRC BST RAS (No. 0761-2019-0005).

For citation: Kislova DA, Duskaev GK, Kvan OV, Sheida EV. The influence of feeding systems,
biologically active substances and non-traditional feeds on digestibility and physiology of digestion in
goats (review). Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production. 2022;105(4):131-145. (In Russ.).
https://doi.org/10.33284/2658-3135-105-4-131.

BBenenue.

OO1ee MPOU3BOACTBO KO3bero Mojoka ornenuBaetcs B 18,7 mua TonH (FAOSTAT, 2018). OT0
cocrasmseT 1,9 % ot mupoBoro npousBozacTsa Monoka (Pulina G et al., 2018). Kpynueiimum npousBoau-
teneM siBisiercst Asust (57 %, 10,6 mitH TOHH), 3a Hel cnenyotr Adpuka (24 %, 4,6 ma ToHH), EBpona
(15 %, 2,7 mnu TouH) U Amepuxka (4 %, 780 Teic. TorH) (FAOSTAT, 2018). M3 maHHOTO MOJOKa H3TO-
TaBJIMBAETCS OOJIBIIIOE KOJUYECTBO MUIIEBBIX MPOJYKTOB, COOTBETCTBEHHO KAa4E€CTBY NAaHHOTO MPOIyKTa
yAesieTcss OrpOMHOE BHUMaHKE. B 3TOH CBSA3M paIlloH SABJISCTCS OJHUM M3 BaKHEHITNX (HaKTOPOB, BIHUS-
IOIUX Ha KOJIMYECTBO M KAYECTBO KO3hETO MOJIOKA, B TOM umcie xxupa (Goetsch AL, 2019). YuutsiBas,
YTO YBEIWYCHNE KOJIMYECTBA TIOJEC3HBIX YKUPHBIX KUCIOT B MOJIOKE TAKXKE 3aBHCHUT OT KOJIUIECTBA MOIH-
HEHACKIIEHHBIX XUPHBIX KUCIOT B PAIMOHE, C STOH I[EIIBI0 UCIIOIB3YIOTCS PAIlMOHBI, BKIIOYAIOMIIe Oora-
ThIE MU KOpMa. B yacTHOCTH, XOpoIne pe3yabTaThl ObUTH MOTYYCHBI IIPU UCIOIb30BAHUHN NACTOUIIIHBIX
pammonoB (Kwiema AB u 1p., 2012; Delgadillo-Puga C et al., 2019) nnu 1o6aBok ¢ pacTHTEIbHBIMH HC-
tounukamu aumuaoB (Bernard L et al., 2022; Candyrine SCL et al., 2019). Ananu3 nmutepaTypsl oTeue-
CTBCHHBIX U 3apyOCIKHBIX YUEHBIX MOKA3bIBACT B3AUMOCBA3b CUCTEMBI KOPMIJICHUS C YPOBHEM IIPOTYKTHB-
HOCTH M Ka4eCcTBa MOJIOYHOW MPOAYKIHU. YTOOBI 00€CIeUnTh CPEIHIOI U BEICIIYIO YIIUTAHHOCTH MAaTOK,
BBICOKYIO BOCIIOPOM3BOIUTEIBHYIO CIIOCOOHOCTD, MOJIOYHYIO U MSCHYIO MPOAYKTUBHOCTH KO3 HEOOXOIH-
Ma pa3paboTKa ONPeNeIEHHBIX CTPATeTUH NMHUTAHUS ¢ YIETOM (PU3HOIIOTHYIECKOTO COCTOSIHUS, BO3pacTa,
MoJIa ¥ MPOTyKTHBHOCTH KUBOTHBIX. HOpMUpPOBaHHOE KOPMIICHUE KO3 TIO3BOJISIET 00ECIICUNTh KUBOTHBIX
HEOOXOIUMBIMU MUTATEIBHBIMH BEIIECTBAMH U SHEPTHEH, MOBBICUTH IPOAYKTUBHOCTh, CHU3UTH 3aTPATHI
Ha TIOTYYCHHAE MOJIOKA (MISPCTH WK MsCa) M TEM CaMBIM CYIIECTBEHHO TIOBBICHTH PEHTA0EIBHOCTh KO30-
BOJICTBA.

Ieap ucciaenoBaHmsl.

O06001IeHNEe ¥ CHCTEMATU3aNUs JaHHBIX, KACAIOIIMXCS CTPATErnii KOPMJICHHS B MOJIOYHOM KO30-
BOJICTBE C IIEJIBIO YBEIUYCHUS MPOJYKTHBHOCTH MOJIOYHBIX KO3 W YIIYYIICHHS KadecTBa IOIy4acMOTO
MOJIOKA.
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MarepuaJjibl 1 MeTObI HCCJIeJ0BAHMUS.

ITouck u aHAU3 JUTEPATYphl MPOBOAMIICS C HCIONB30BaHHEM HHTepHET-pecypcoB: PHUHI] —
https://www.elibrary.ru, ScienceDirect - https://www.sciencedirect.com, PubMed -
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ 3a mepuon 2005-2022 rr.

Pe3ynbTaThl Hecae10BaHUA U 00CYKIeHHE.

Jdo0GaB/ieHne B palioH KUPOCOJEPKAIIMX J00aBOK M 0TX010B IIPOU3BOACTBA.

OU3NOIOTHYECKHIE YCIOBUS, TAKHE KaK MOTPEOHOCTh B MUTATEIHHBIX BEIISCTBAX W, BO3MOXKHO,
COCTOSIHHE 30POBBS, MOTYT BJIHMATH HAa BHIOOp palioHa KO3aMHU KaK Ha MACTOWINE, TaK M B YCIOBHSIX
CToisIoBOTO conepkaHust. HeKoTopble ncciemoBaHus IPeNIoIaraloT, 9YTO HU3KHe KOHIIEHTpaluy Oenka u
JKHpa B MOJIOKE BBICOKOIIPOIYKTUBHBIX MOPOJ MOJIOYHBIX KO3 MOT'YT OBITH CBSI3aHBI C TUIIOM U NPHPOJIOH
KOPMOBBIX HWHTPEIUCHTOB, BIMSIONIMX Ha KOHEYHBIC MPOAYKTHI OpoxkeHus pyoma (Goetsch AL, 2019).
O¢ddeKTh OT BKIIIOYCHHS B PAIIMOH UCTOYHUKOB KUPOB U Macell 3HAYUTEIBHO PA3TUIAlOTCS B 3aBHCHMO-
CTH OT WX TPHUPOJBI, YTO TAKKE CIPABEIIUBO JUISI TOOOYHBIX MPOIYKTOB MUTAHUS U 3aMEHAEMBIX MUMH
TPaIUIMOHHBIX TPOIYKTOB. /loGaBieHHe B palvoH MOJOYHBIX KO3 HCTOYHHKOB ITOJTMHEHACHIIICHHBIX
JKUPHBIX KHCIIOT MOXKET BJIHMSATh HAa OKHCIHUTEIBHBIN CTpecc, a pa3IHdHbIe KOpMa BIHSIIOT Ha aHTHOKCH-
TMaHTHEIA craTyc opranm3ma (Goetsch AL, 2019). OnHako uccienoBaHus, MTOCBSIIEHHRIC 3HAYUMOCTH Ta-
KX U3MECHEHUI B YCIOBHSX PEATbHOTO MIPOU3BOJICTBA, OBLIH OB HHTEPECHBIMHU.

Tak, HegaBuue uccinenoBanns Dutra PA ¢ komneramu (2019) nokazanu, 94To MOJWHEHACHIIIEHHEIE
JKUPHBIE KUCIOTHI MOTYT OBITh HICTIONIB30BAHBI JUIS MIOBBIIICHUST PETIPOTYKTHBHOM CIIOCOOHOCTH >KBaYHBIX
KHUBOTHBIX. CKapMIIMBaHNE palliOHA C YMEPEHHBIM COJIEp)KaHUEM JIBHSHOTO ceMeHH (4 % u 8 % JbHIHO-
IO CEMEHH) MPHUBEIIO K MOSBICHHIO OOJBIIEro KOJMYECTBA IMOPHOHOB JyYIIEro Ka4ecTBa y OypCKHUX KO3.
KonuvecTBo Ku3HECTIOCOOHBIX AYMOPHOHOB M J0Js cOOpaHHBIX AMOPHUOHOB 1-ro copTa ObUIO OoJbIIe Y
KO3, KOTOPBIX KOPMITH pariioHoM, coaep:kantiM 4 % u 8 % mpastHOTO cemenu (94 %, 84 % u 74 %, 83 %
COOTBETCTBEHHO).

BrxiroueHue B paliioH OTXOJIOB KUPOBOUM MPOMBIIIIEHHOCTHA HE BCET/la OKAa3bIBAIOT YKEJIaTeIbHOE
BJIMSIHAE HA MPOAYKTUBHOCTH KUBOTHBIX. Tak, MPHU CKApMIIMBAHUHU U ONPENEICHUN ONTUMAIEHOW HOPMBI
BKITIOUCHHUS MMAJIBMOSAPOBOTO XMBIXa B PALMOHBI JJIS JAKTHPYIOMUMX KO3 MPOHM3BOJICTBO MOJOKA U MO-
nounbrii 6enok camsmwinch (p=0,001) (Ferreira FG et al., 2022). HccnenoBarensiMu peKOMEHIYETCS YMe-
peHHoe ucronb3oBaHue A0 80 I/Kr )KMBOW MaccChl B pallMOHE JIAKTHPYIOIIMX KO3, ITOCKOJIBKY IpH Ooliee
BBICOKUX YPOBHSIX 3HAUUTENFHO CHIDKACTCS BEIPAOOTKA MOJIOKA MIIM Macca Teja.

Henapusas oneHka BIUSAHUS CKAPMIIMBAHUS Pa3iIHMYHBIX YpOoBHEH KoHOIUIIHON Myku (0 %, 10 %,
20 % u 30 %) mokaseIBaeT, uTo BKiItoueHue 10 30 % HSM B panmon pacTynmx MICHBIX OypCKHX KO3 HE
BIIMSET Ha XapakTtepucTuku ux Tymu (Gurung R et al., 2022).

Nmerotcst cBeieHs, 4TO J00ABICHHE COSBOTO Maciia MOXKET OBITh MOJIC3HOH KOPMOBOM CTpaTeru-
eil s yiydIieHnus KauyecTBa MOJIOKAa y K03 mopoasl MypuaHo-I'panaguaa, B TOM YHCIE MPH TEIUIOBOM
crpecce (Hamzaoui S et al., 2021). UccnenoBarenu oOHapyxunu, uto nobdasnerne 4 % coeBoro mMacia B
palroH He OKa3bIBAJIO BIMSHHA Ha MOTpeOJIeHNE KOpMa, YAOH WM collep)KaHue MOJIOYHOTo Oelika, OfHa-
ko yBenmuuBaio (P<0,05) comepxanrie HeITepUPUIIMPOBAHHBIX YKHPHBIX KUCIOT B KpoBU Ha 50 %, mMo-
JIOYHOTO XHpa — Ha 29 % U KOHBIOTHPOBAHHOM JIMHOJIEBOH KHUCIOTHI — Ha 360 %. OTn monesnsie 3¢ pek-
THI OBLIH MTOTyYEHBI HE3aBUCHMO OT TOTO, HAXOIYIIUCH JIU KO3bI B TEPMOHEHTPANBHBIX YCIOBUIX HIIH TEII-
JIOBOTO CTpecca.

Jlunuael, noGaBisieMble B BUAE PAliCOBOTO MM MajgbMoOBOro macia (8 % (mo macce)) TuapOoreHu-
3UPOBAHHOE MATEMOBOE MAcIi0, 00OTaEHHOE NMATBMUTHHOBOH KHACIOTON (ITOJMHEHACHIIIICHHBIC KUPHEIE
KucnoThl) U 8 % (10 Macce) parncoBOe Macio) B PallMOH MOJIOYHBIX KO3 HOPBEKCKOM MOPO/Ibl B TEUEHHE
8 MecsleB OJHON JIAKTallMM, U3MEHSIOT CEKPEIHIO KHPA, COCTaB MOJIOYHBIX JKUPHBIX KHCIOT U Oenka
(Bernard L et al., 2022).

[IpoBenena orneHka BIMSHUS KOHOIUITHOTO JKMBIXa Ha BEIPAOOTKY M Ka4eCTBO MOJIOKA y allbIH-
ckuX k03. COEBBIH MIPOT M IKCTPYIUPOBAHHYIO COIO YACTHYHO 3aMeHmr Ha 60 r/kr wiu 120 r/Kr KoHOT-
JISTHOTO JKMbIXa. KopMmiieHue K03 TaHHBIMH JI03aMU HE BJIMSIIO Ha HaJ0M MOJIOKa, 1o3a B 120 r/kr nmpuso-
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Q1A K CHHYKCHUIO COOTHOIICHHUSI JIMHOJIEBOH KHUCIOTBI/JTMHOICHOBOH KHCIOTHI, KOTOPOE MPHUIAET KO3be-
My MOJIOKY (pyHKIIMOHAJIbHBIE CBOICTBA. BKIIIOYeHME KOHOIUISTHOTO )KMBIXa B pannoH B f03e 60 r/kr Obl-
JIO ONTHMAJIBHBIM C TOYKH 3PEHUS XMMHYECKOTO COCTaBa MOJIOKA M TEMATOXHMHYECKHX IMapaMeTpOB
(Salavardi¢ ZK et al., 2021).

HobGasnenne xupa (MukpoBogopociu Nannochloropsis oculata, IpupoIHOTO UCTOUYHUKA 3aIlH-
MIEHHOW OT pacmaja B pyOlle SHKO3aNeHTaCHOBOM KUCIIOTHI) BIUSCT HA JIAKTAIIMOHHBIC IMOKA3aTeNId HY-
OMICKMX KO3 M PE3KO M3MEHseT MUTaTeNbHy meHHOCTh Mojioka (Kholif AE et al., 2020). MukpoBoo-
pociu N. oculata B no3e 5 v unu 10 r/nens ynydmunn (P<0,01) ycBosseMOCTh MUTATENbHBIX BEIIECTB, HE
okaspIBaNM BiaMsSHUS Ha pH pyOna u comepxkanue ammuaka, yeenmmuuBainu (P<0,01) Hamou moiioka, co-
JIepKaHUE JIAKTO3BI U KOHIICHTPAIMIO HEHACHIIIEHHBIX YKUPHBIX KHCIIOT.

Y k03 nopo/p! 3aaHeH, B palMoH KOTOPBIX BKIIIOYAIH KOPMOBYIO 100aBKY ¢ TUCThAMH ouBHI (10 % oT
CYXOrO BelIecTBa KOpMa), TOOOYHBIM MPOIYKTOM IETIOUKH IPOU3BOACTBA OJIMBKOBOTO Macia, IPOBEICHA
olleHKa (DEHOTBHOTO COCTaBa, aHTHOKCHIAHTHOTO IMOTCHIIMANIA U JIMITOTUTHYECKIX CBOWCTB CHIPOTO MO-
7o0ka. Pe3ynpTaTel MOKa3any MONOKUTENBHBIN 3(dexT mo0aBKku Ui yaydmeHus oOLIero ComepskKaHus
(heHOJIOB M aHTUOKCHUJAHTHOW aKTUBHOCTH; KpoMe TOro, 19 (eHONBHBIX COeTUHEHHH, BKIIOYas (DeHOIb-
HbIE KUCJIOTHI, ()JIABOHOMJIBI, IPOCThIC (PEHOIBI U CEKOMPHUAOUIBI, ObLTH OOHAPYKEHBI B MOJIOKE, HO Ha
psIly C 9THM OTMEUYEHO MOHIKEHHOE HaKOIUIEHHE CBOOOIHBIX *KHUPHBIX kucioT (lanni A et al., 2021).

OueHuBajcs pocT, NepeBapruMOCTh U (pepMeHTaIio pyOlia y K03 U OBell, KOTOPHIX KOPMHJIH pa-
IIUOHOM JIIsI OTKOpPMa, O0OTamEHHBIM JhHIHBIM MaciioM (4 % ot maccel Tena) (Candyrine SCL et al.,
2019). JlobGarieHre Macia He TIOBIUSIO Ha (hepMeHTAIMI0 PyOIla ¥ YIYUIIHIO CPEeTHECY TOYHBIN PUPOCT
Maccel Tena Ha 29 % n xos¢dunnenT KoHBepcun kopma — Ha 18 %. D1o coderanock ¢ Oomee BHICOKOH
YCBOSIEMOCTBIO cyxoro BemiectBa 1 3Hepruu (P<0,05), a Taxxe opraHu4ecKoro BeulecTBa U HEHTPaIbHOI
nereprenTHol kietdatku (P<0,01) y )KMBOTHBIX, IOTYYaBIINX PALMOH ¢ 100aBICHUEM Macia.

Bruta mpoBeneHa oneHKa BIMSHUS PAllMOHOB, COAEPKAIINX PECTOPAHHBIC MUIIEBHIE OTXOBI (3a-
Menienue kopma Ha 15 % u 30 %), Ha ycBOsSieMOCTb MUTATEIbHBIX BELIECTB, Y0 MOJIOKA U €ro COCTaB, a
TaKXKe Ha HEKOTOPHIC MOKA3aTeNId KPOBH JIAKTUPYIoNHX ko3 3apaii6ou (Hussein AM et al., 2022). daktu-
YEeCKUE CyTOUYHBIC HaJIoM Mosioka ObutH 3HauuTenbHo (P<0,05) Boime (1269,30 r/4/cyT) y K03 U3 TpeThei
rpynmsl. BKitoueHne 0TX0A0B B PAIliOHBI OKA3aJ0 3HAYUTEIHHOE BIUSHHUE HAa BBHIXOJ KOMIIOHEHTOB MO-
T0Ka, €3 CYMECTBEHHBIX Pa3IHIUil MEXK Ty SKCIICPUMEHTATHHBIMI PAIIHOHAMH.

Heo0xoauMo OoTMETHTh, YTO OOHApPYKEHO BIMSHHE PA3IMYHBIX YPOBHEH N00ABOK KOHOIUIIHOW
MYyKH{ Ha aHTUTENA U KJIETOYHO-OIOCPeI0BaHHBIC MMMYHHBIE peakiinu y ko3 (Abrahamsen F et al., 2021).
B wactHOCTH, HOOaBIeHHE MYyKH U3 CEMSH KOHOIUTH MOXET YIIyUYIIHTh KIETOYHO-OMOCPEIOBAHHBIA HM-
MYHHBIH OTBET, HE OKa3bIBas IIPU 3TOM HUKAKOTO BIUSHIS HA IMMYHHBIH OTBET.

BiausiHue 0TX010B M3 pacTeHUii, OTAeJbHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB KOPMa, YCJI0BHii KOPpMJIEHUS U
Co/IepKaHMs HA MPOIYKTHBHOCTH M KA4eCTBO MOJIOKA KO03.

Ha pannon nmutaHust )KBagyHBIX JKUBOTHBIX BIHSIET COEP)KAaHUE KIETYATKH B paruone. Kossr (Mo-
JIOYHBIE KO3l (N=32) B MepHo/ IMO3AHEH JTaKTalluK U paHHEH OepeMEeHHOCTH, IOPo/ia — ANBIUHCKas U 3aa-
HEHCKasl), KOTOPBIX KOPMHIIU PAIIMOHOM C BBEICOKUM COJIEPIKAHHEM KIIETYATKH, COKPATHIIN YaCcTOTy HpHUE-
Mma numy Ha 10 %, 9To mpuBeno K CHIKEHHIO HOPMBI KOpMIIEHHS Ha 9 % U OTCYTCTBHUIO CYIIECTBEHHBIX
U3MEHEHH B €XKECIHEBHOM MOTPEOICHUN KOpMa U BpeMeHHU KopMiieHus. Ko3bl Ha AueTe ¢ HU3KUM Cofep-
JKaHWEM KIIETYATKH HEe3HAUWTEIBHO M3MEHUIIN YacTOTy MpHEMa MMUIIH WU pa3Mep MOPIUH, HO COBOKYII-
HBIC U3MCHCHUS, TEM HE MEHEe, MPUBEITU K YBEIHMUCHHUIO ©XKEeIHEBHOTO oTpebieHus kopma Ha 9 %. Ko3sr
aIaNITUPYIOT CBOE MHUIIIEBOE MOBEACHNUE K MPOIOPIUHY KIETUYAaTKU B IPEATIAracMOM paruoHe, NpU4EéM MpH
CHIDKECHUH COJEpKaHMsI KICTYATKH M3MEHEHUS CTAHOBSITCSA OOJNbIIE, YTO HEOOXOINMO YUHTHIBATH IMPH
CpaBHECHUM (PCHOTHIIOB M NPHUCIIOCOOIIEMOCTH MEIKUX JKBAYHBIX YXKHUBOTHBIX K Pa3IHYHBIM paIliOHAM
(Nielsen BL et al., 2021).

B T0 e BpeMs u3MEHEHUs B OpraHU3alMy KOpMIIEHUS (yCTaHOBKAa ONTHMHU3UPOBAHHON aBTOMa-
TUYECKOH CHCTEMBI KOHIICHTPHPOBAHHOTO KOPMJICHISI) HE BIHSIIOT Ha 00IIee Ce30HHOE Pa3BUTHE MOBEE-
HUS B COCTOSIHHU OTABIXa, HO MOTYT IOBIUATH HA TOBEACHUCCKUE PANHIMSI MEXKIY POraThIMUA U Oe3po-
UMY MOJIOYHBIMHU K03aMu (Maurmann I et al., 2021).
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AJTanTHBHYIO CITOCOOHOCTH KO3 K CYPOBBIM YCIOBHSM OKPYIKAFOIIEH CpPEeIbl MOXXHO OOBSICHUTH
TeM, 9YTO MUKpOOHOTa pyOIia 00iaaeT BEICOKOH (PpakMOHHON CTa0MIBLHOCTEI0. CTPYKTypa MUKPOOHOTO
coo0IIecTBa y KO3 U KOPOB pa3jin4aeTcs, YTO OOBSCHIET Pa3HUILY B UyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH K CHIKEHUIO CO-
JepKaHUsI MOJIOUHOTO >KHpa MOcJe IpruéMa KOPMOB C BBICOKUM coliep>KaHueM JTunuaoB. Ko3sl Takxke oT1-
JTUYAIOTCS OT APYTHUX JKBAYHBIX KUBOTHBIX T€M, UTO M30MPATEIIEHO OTHOCATCS K BRIOOPY KOpMa, HO, KaK U
KOpPOBBI, OHA MOTYT CTpaJaTh OT aluao3a. TeM He MeHee, MOXKHO CYUTATh, YTO KO3bl OUCHb YCTOWYHMBEI K
(bakTOpaM OKpy:Karollel cpeibl, TAKUM KaK BOJHBIN, COJIEBOM HMIIM TEIUIOBOM CTPECCHI, U 3TO OCOOCHHO
XapaKTepHO U1 HEKOTOPBIX dHAOTeHHBIX mopo (Giger-Reverdin S et al., 2020).

BaxkHoe 3HaueHHE B MUTAHUN MOJIOYHBIX KO3 3aHMMAIOT MOOOYHBIE OTXOJBI TPOU3BOJICTBA pacTe-
HHEBOJICTBA, OBOILEBOJICTBA U Ap. Tak, BKIOYeHNE OOOYHBIX MPOAYKTOB U3 Opokkoiu (b) u apTumoko-
Boro cujioca (AC) B parmoH MoouHBIX K03 (40 %) cHu3MiI0 moTpebeHne KopMa U3-3a UX cocTaBa U 0o-
Jiee BBICOKOTO COJEPKAHWS BIIATH, a y KUBOTHBIX b HaOIromanocs 3HAYNTETHHOE CHIYKEHUE MACCHl Teja
(Monllor P et al., 2020). Momoxko mocne o6pabotku (b) mMeno camoe BEICOKOE Cofep KaHue Kupa, oomre-
r0 KOJMYECTBA CYXHMX BEIIECTB M MOJIE3HOTO cyxoro BemectBa (5,02 %, 13,9 % u 8,39 % cooTBeTCTBEH-
HO). KoHTponbHOE MOJIOKO U MoJioko AC moka3anu CXOIHBIA MPOQHIb KUPHBIX KUCIOT, x0T AC oOna-
Jlann 0oJiee TIOJIE3HBIMY CBOMCTBAaMU JJIS 3JI0POBbsS YelioBeKa (0osee HU3K0e COOTHOIIeHHe n6/n3, 12,5).

BripammBanne MOJOYHBIX KO3 B Pa3HBIX AKOJIOTHYECKUX 30HAX IMOBIMSIIO HA KAYeCTBO MOIOKA.
MoJ10YHBIX KO3 KOPMIJIM TIO MATH cucTemam: 1 — mactouiie; 2 — o0brunbIil paruon (CD); 3 — CD+10 %
CTpyuKoB Acacia farnesiana (AF); 4 — CD+20 % (AF) u 5 — CD+30 % (AF). OObuHBIN pallioH MOKa3al
caMmoe BBICOKOE CO/IepKaHUe MOJMHEHACHIIICHHBIX KUPHBIX KUCIOT, IPH MAcTh0e — HAWITyYIIee COOTHO-
meHne n-6:n-3 W JTUHONIEBas:anb(a-IMHOIEHOBAas KHCIOTa. AHAIOTHYHBIM 00pa3oMm macteba u Acacia
farnesiana noseimanu coaepxkanue nomgpenonos (Delgadillo-Puga C et al., 2019).

[Touck HOBBIX KOPMOBBIX PECYPCOB C BHICOKOW MUTATEIHHON IIEHHOCThIO, KOTOPHIE SBJISAIOTCS 00-
Jee MEMEBBIMHU M JOCTYIHBIMH, SIBISIETCS OJHOW M3 CaMBIX CIOXHBIX 33/1a4 B KHBOTHOBOJCTBE, B TOM
guciie ¥ KO30BOJCTBE. bhINa mcciemoBana muTaTeNbHas IICHHOCTD JINCTHEB HEKOTOPBIX NIEPEBHEB (aifBHI,
TPYIIH, OJIUBEI, CIIMBBI MHPa0eib, PSHKIIO/A, BUIITHA U XyPMBbI) Pa3TUYHBIMHU JTA0OPATOPUIMHU ¥ METOIAMHU
in vitro. Hanbonpmee norpebnenue cyxoro euiectsa (1087 r/cyT) u ycBosiemocTs criporo 6enka (70 %,
80 %) Habmromanuch B panuoHax, cogepxanux penkion (P<0,001) (Kazemi M, 2021).

IIpn oneHKe BIHMSHUS BKIIOYESHUS PA3INYHBIX YpoBHEH ToMaTHOH BeDKUMKH (TB) Ha mpomyxTHB-
HOCTh U COCTaB MOJIOKa K03 (3aaHeH) ycTaHOBIIEHO, uTo nobasienue 20 % u 40 % TB npuBommio k 6o-
Jiee BBICOKOH MOJIOYHOM MPOAYKTHUBHOCTH (IpuMepHO Ha 1,5 KT B A€Hb-1), 4eM y )KHBOTHBIX U3 KOHTPOJIA
(1,2 xr B menn-1) u 60 % TB (1,04 xr B nerp-1). D10 yBENMUYEHHUE COCTABUIIO MIPUMEPHO 28 % y KHUBOT-
HBIX ¢ BKIoueHueMm 40% TB. Bonee Toro, nodasnenne 20 % wim 40 % TB Taxxke ymydmmiao Ka4ecTBO
MOJIOKa, KOTOpOE cojaepkano Oomblee KommuecTBO xupa (4,37 % u 4,63 % y xuBotHbIX ¢ 20 % TB u
40 % TB cootBeTcTBEHHO), YeM B KoHTpoe (3,7 %) u xopme mis kuBOTHEIX ¢ 60 % TB (4,02 %). D¢-
(heKTMBHOCTH KOPMJICHHUS U KOHBEPCHS KOpMa He MoKa3alln pa3iuuuii Mexny pannonamu (Mizael WCF et
al., 2020).

WBoBBI KOpM (MBa) CHIDKAT KOJIHMYECTBO COMATHUECKUX KIECTOK U HEUTPO(MIoB B Mojioke (Muk-
lada H et al., 2020) anbnuiickuX MOMECHBIX MOJIOYHBIX K03. [ToTpebnenue uBbl ymenbmano CD8+ (T-
KJIETKH) B KPOBH M BBI3bIBaNO yBennueHne CD8+ B MoJoOke, 4TO yKa3blBaeT Ha UMMYHOPETYJISTOPHBIH
3¢ exT.

OueHeHO BIMSHHME BPEMEHHM KOPMIICHHs Ha NPOW3BOJCTBEHHBIEC ITOKa3aTelln 3arajHoadprkaH-
CKHUX KapnuKoBbIX K03 (Adegbeye MJ et al., 2021). Cyns no pe3yabTaraM, Y0l MOJIOKa Y KO3, KOTOPBIX
KOPMWJIH YTPOM, OBLI BHIIIE, Y€M y KO3, KOTOPHIX KOPMHJIH BEUEPOM, B TO BpeMs Kak y KO3, KOTOPBIX
KOPMUJIM THEM, y0i Obut caMbiM HI3KHM Tipu P<0,001. Bpixo KOMIOHEHTOB MOJIOKa (T/CyT) JUIS JaKTO-
3b1 (P=0,002) ObLI caMbIM BBICOKHM Y KO3, KOTOPBIX KOPMHJIN YTPOM; y KO3, KOTOPBIX KOPMUJIM BEUEPOM,
Ob11 camblii Beicokuid (P=0,001) ypoBeHB CBIPOTO XKHpA.

[ponykr Qepmentanuu Aspergillus oryzae oneHHBaTN HAa MOJIOYHBIX KO3aX HAa YPOBHE HOPMBI
Bkirouenws 0,3 wiu 0,6 /1. mo3a 0,3 1/1 cmocoOCTBOBaNA Ty UIei YCBOSIEMOCTH CYyXOTr0 M OPraHHYECKOTO
BEIIECTBA, a TAK)KE HEUTpaIbHO-JACTEPreHTHOM KiteTuaTku ceHa in vitro (Hymes-Fecht UC et al., 2021).
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KanprnmeBo-aMMuadHy 0 CENUTPY CKAPMITHBAIN JTaKTHPYIOIUM MOJOYHBIM Ko3aMm (1o 20 T/kT
CB), uTo He MOBIHSIO HAa MOTPEOJIEHNE KOPMa, YCBOSEMOCTh IUTATEIbHBIX BEHIECTB M COCTaB MOJIOKA,
OJTHAKO 3TO MOXET YBEJIUYUTh OKUCIeHUE TUnuIoB Mosioka (Almeida KV et al., 2022).

OcobeHHOCTH PYOIIOBOTO MUILEBAPEHUS KO3 MO3BOJIAIOT MCIOIB30BaTh MUTATENBHYIO IIEHHOCTh
OTXOJIOB U3 IIOJ0B (PpYKTOB (KOXKypa). DepMeHTaIus in vitro ¢ K03bei pyOII0BOH KUAKOCTHIO TIOKa3aa,
YTO OTXOABI MaHTO (PEPMEHTHPYIOTCS B OOJBINEH CTENEHW W ObICTpee, YeM B aBOKaJO, Y IOCIIETHETO
HaOmonanock 3HaunTenbHoe (P<0,05) yBenuueHue cojepaHus alerata U CHU)KCHHUE COJCPIKaHUS MPO-
nmmonara (Marcos CN et al., 2020).

AHanornyHeIM 00pa3oM YCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO B KOPMJICHUN KO3 BO3MOXKHO HCIOJIB30BaHUE OTPado-
TaHHOW MYKHM U3 LIBETKOB KajeHIyJsbl (10 15 %), 0e3 oTpHUiaTeNbHOTO BO3JCHCTBUS HA WX MPOAYKTHB-
HocTh (Kour G et al., 2021).

Omnpenenuny BIUSHEE CKapMiIuBaHUs 0000Boro pactenus: Lespedeza cuneata ¢ BBICOKAM COIEp-
JKaHWEM KOHJICHCHPOBAHHOTO TaHMHA K03aM Ha (JOHE TPAaHCIIOPTHOTO CTpecca. Y CTAHOBJICHO, YTO BKIIO-
YeHHEe JAHHOTO PACTEHUS B PAIlFIOH MOXKET OBITH ITOJIE3HO M3-32 MOBBIICHHBIX YPOBHEH OyTHpara, JIn3nHa
Y IIUTPYJITMHA 711 YBEITUYCHUS CITIOCOOHOCTH KO3 CIpaBiIsAThes co ctpeccom (Batchu P et al., 2021).

CxapminBaHu€ U3MENbUYEHHON KyKYPY3bl, IPOMMTAHHON JIMMOHHON KHUCJIOTOW, MOJIOYHBIM KO3aM
3aaneH 3¢ ¢pexTuBHO yiyumano pH-craryc pybma, TakuM 00pa3om, CHIKAIO PHCK alnao3a, YMEHbIIATI0
BOCHAUTENBHYIO PEAKIHI0, YIy4IIajIo HaJou U cojiepxanue MojoyHoro xupa (Shen YZ et al., 2019).

JloGaBieHne KOHJICHCUPOBAHHBIX AYOMIBHBIX BEIIECTB B CHIIOC M3 MAHHOKH B KOJIMYECTBE 25 I/KT
00IIEero KOJIMYecTBa CyXOT0 BEIIECTBAa CIOCOOCTBOBaO OoJiee IMMPOKOMY HCIIONB30BAaHUIO PALMOHA
AHTJIO-HYOMICKUMH KO3aMHU 0€3 yXY/IICHUS KOHBEPCHU KOpMa U KauecTBa MPOU3BOIUMOIO KO3BETO MO-
noka (Nascimento TVC et al., 2021).

Ucnonr3oBanue o6uodioxa (1,5 % ot CB) B kxauecTBe 100aBKU K panMoHy KO3bl Nubian MOXeT
VIIy4IIUTh TiepeBapuMocTh pannoHa (Pormohammad A et al., 2020), 9TO 3HAYUTENBHO YBEIHUYHUBAIIO
YCBOSIEMOCTb CyXOr'0 BEIECTBA, CHIPOr0 MIPOTEHHA, HEUTPAIIbHON NEeTEPreHTHON KJIETYAaTKU M KUCIOTHOM
JeTEePreHTHOM KIIeTYaTKH.

ByTtupaT HaTpus B BHICOKOKOHIIEHTPATHOM PALMOHE MOJIOYHBIX KO3 MOJAABISUI BOCIAIUTEIBHYIO
PEaKIMIO M OCIa0JIsUT arloNTo3 TeMaToIMTOB, TEM CaMbIM CHIDKAsl PUCK pa3BUTHA anmuo3a pyoma (Chang G et
al., 2018).

[Norpebnenne KopMma, copepKamiero OTXoJbl aBOKa 0, MOJOYHBIMU KO3aMH IOpojbl MypdaHo-
I'pananuHa, OBIJIO HU3KMM M3-32 OKHCIICHUS JMIIKAOB ABOKAJIO, BBHI3BIBAIOIIEIO HENPHUSITHBIN MPUBKYC U
CHW)KCHHE BKYCOBBIX KadecTB. PalinoH He BIWsI HU Ha yaou Mosioka (p=0,921), Hu Ha 3¢ (EKTUBHOCTh
UCToNb30BaHus 3Heprun u azora (p=0,909 u 0,840 COOTBETCTBEHHO), HO COJEPIKAHUE MOJIOYHOTO JKHAPa
umeno TeHaeHIuio k yeemmdenuto (Evan T et al., 2020).

Wzydany BnussHuEe ypOBHS KOPMIICHUS B paHHEM H IIOCIEPOJOBOM MEPUOIaX HA POCT, PEIPOIYK-
THBHBIE TapaMeTpbl U yAou ambnuiickux ko3 (Panzuti C et al., 2018). YcraHoOBiI€HO, 4TO BO3pacT NpH
oTBEME, a TaKXKE YPOBEHb KOPMIICHUS TIOCIIEe OThEMA OT MaTOK HE OKa3alld HETATHBHOTO BIHMSHUS HA POCT
W Hajion MoJstoka. [Ipenmonaraercs, 9To yMeHbIIEHHE BO3pacTa OThEMa OT MaTOK MOXKET OBITh MEepCIIeK-
TUBHBIM CIIOCOOOM CHM3HTD 3aTPaThl Ha MEPHO/ BBIPAIIMBAHUS KO3JIAT.

YnorpeOiieHue paruoHOB C BBEICOKAM COJEp)KaHWEM 3epHAa W3MEHSIEeT Xapakrep (epMeHTaluu
pybua, coctaB M (QYHKIMH OAKTEPHATBLHOTO COOOIIECTBA M MPUBOANT K MOBBIIIEHUIO YPOBHS JIMITOIOJH-
caxapHJioB B Iepu(epruuecKoil KpOBH, a TAK)Ke JOTOIHUTEIBHO aKTUBHPYET BOCTIAINTEIBHYIO PEAKINIO B
kHkke (Shen YZ et al., 2019). B kauecTBe BepOsITHOTO pelICHHs JAHHON MPOOIeMbl HEKOTOPBIMH aBTO-
paMu TpemyiaraeTcs BKIIOYATh B COCTAaB palioHa MOJOYHBIX K03 20 T Schizochytrium spp. B A€Hb, 4TO
CHOCOOCTBYET H3MEHEHUIO (PepMEHTATUBHON aKTHBHOCTH B pyOiie (Mavrommatis A et al., 2021).

OTMe4eHO BIUSHUE PA3IUYHBIX PekuMoB kopmiteHus (Kunbena A.B. u ap., 2012) (nmactbuie, no-
MeIeHHE, TOMENICHUe+HPOOUOTHK Saccharomyces cerevisiae N OJIUTOCaxapyuIOB MaHHAHA) Ha TIOKa3aTe-
JIM pOCTa, MUKPOOHOTY KHIIIEUHWKA U UMMYHUTET K03bl Ha oTkopMme (Capra hircus). B rpymme nomerie-
HHe+poOnoTHK Oblma camas Beicokas (P<0,05) macca m jumHa Tenma, a Takke OKPY)KHOCTh T'PyIHON
KIeTKH, ypoBHH nMMmyHorio0ynuHa A (IgA) u G (IgG).
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Oprannyeckuii IMHK B COCTAaBE PAalMOHOB OEPEMEHHBIX MOJOYHBIX K03 (4€pHas xo3a CsaH-
JIyH) CIIOCOOCTBYET YJIYYIICHUIO Pa3BUTUSA M (QYHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS UMMYHHOW CHUCTEMBI MOTOMCTBA
(A6urnos Bb.T. u ap., 2015).

[Ipu HapymeHnn oOMeHa KaibIUsl U THIIOKAIBLUEMHH y MOJIOUHBIX KO3 OOHapy»eH MOJIOXKH-
TENBHBIN (G (EKT BHYTPUMBIIIEYHOTO AeHCTBUSA S-ruapokcu-l-tpunrtodan (5-1IBT), katamusupyemslit
Tpuntodanruapoxcunasoit (Amepxanos X.A. u [xanapumze T.I'., 2010).

Kopmienue naktupyromux ko3 0ydepusiM arentoMm (Milk-Testing™ Milkoscan 4000), Ha done
BBICOKOKOHIIEHTPATHBIX PAlMOHOB YBEIMYHUBAIO IMPOIEHTHOE COACPKAHWE MOJIOYHOTO OelKa B MOJIOKE,
coJiep>)kaHUe aMUHOKHUCIIOT B sipéMHON KpoBH (p<0,05) U ypOoBHH NMEPEHOCYNKOB aMHUHOKHCIIOT B MOJIOY-
Hoti xenese (boapor A.B., 2010). MexaHu3M yBeIHMUSHHS CHHTE3a MOJIOYHOTO OEJKa CBSI3aH C aKTUBAIlU-
el MJIEKOITUTAIOIIMe-MHIIIEHN CUTHAJIOB My TH panamuiimaa (mTOR).

Taxkxe yCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO y KO3 MHKPOOHOTa pyOIla 4acTO MEHSIETCS MPH PAIllHOHE C BHICOKHM CO-
Jep>KaHMeM 3€pHa, COMPOBOKAASACH 3HAUYMTEIBHBIM CHIDKeHHEeM 3HadeHuit pH pyOma 1o menee uem 5,6 n
yBeIM4YeHNeM KOHIEeHTpanuy jumonoiucaxapunos (I'puropsa JIL.H. n Xarataes C.A., 2014).

CkapMIMBaHUE PaCTUTEIBHOTO 3KCTpakTa, OoraToro moivudeHosaMu W camoHWHAMU (U3 CEMSH
Dolichos biflorus, XOpHS Criapu KACTEBUIHOW, KOPBI Amoora rohituka W Koxypwl Punica granatum),
YIIYHIIUIO CIIOCOOHOCTD K Pa3IoKeHHIo cyxoro BemecTsa u kietdatku (P<0,05), a BeipaboTka MeTaHa u
KOHIEHTpalusa aMMuaka cHiwkanuch (P<0,05). Yeennuusancs yaoi monoka (P=0,017) n koHueHTpanus
oenka u ytakro3sl (P=0,045). Konnentparuu oomux amuHokucioT (P=0,010), o0mmx He3aMEHUMBIX aMU-
HokucioT (P=0,012) u obmux keroreHHbIX amuHOKHCIOT (P<0,001) ObuTH BBIIIE, YeM Y KOHTPOJIBHBIX
k03. KiterouHo-onocpenoBanHblil IMMYHHBINA 0TBET yay4dunwics (Jsanumsunu B.I'., 2015).

B panmoHax MOJOYHBIX KO3 CHIIOC U3 JIIOIIEPHBI, 00pab0TaHHBIN (epyIoBOi KUCIOTOH, TPOITYIIH-
pytomieit acrepasy L. plantarum Al, yBenmwuuui KaxyIlyrocs OOIIy0 TNEpeBApPUMOCTh B KEIyIOYHO-
KHIICYHOM TPAaKTe CYXOr'O BEIIECTBA, OPTaHMUECKOTO BEIIECTBA M CHIPOTO MPOTEHHA, MOBLIMIAT AKTHB-
HOCTb aHTHOKCHJIa3bl CBIBOPOTKHU KPOBU MOJIOYHBIX K03, Takux kak T-AOC, SOD, GSH-Px u karanassl, a
TaK)Ke CHIBOPOTOYHON KOHIIEHTpPAIlMH MMMYHOTJIOOYJIMHA A, MOJIOKO COZepajio OoJbIle upa u Oenka
(Bapunos X.U. u JIxypaes b./1., 2020).

Kopmrenne makTHpYIOMIMX MOJOYHBIX KO3 3€JIEHBIM KOPMOM CMEIIAHHOTO BHUA, COCTOSIINM U3
MHOTOJIETHETO paiirpaca, Tumodest (Phleum pratense L.), TpaBwl npepuii (Bromus willdenowii Kunth),
Oemoro kieBepa, kpacHoro kiesepa (Trifolium pratense L.), mouepusl (Medicago sativa L.), axopus
(Cichorium intybus L.) n mogopoxuuka (Plantago lanceolata L.), ynyuuiaetr moTpeOaeHue TUINU, YAOH U
COCTaB MOJIOKA 10 CPaBHEHHIO CO CTAaHIAPTHBIM 3eNEHBIM KOPMOM H3 paiirpaca u Oemoro kiesepa (Kyro-
BeHKo T., 2008). CoorHomenne meHTaaemmwioBo kucioTel (C15:0), muc-BakcenoBoit kucnotel (C18:1
cis11), muaonesoii kuciaoTel (C18:2 n6) u a-muroneHoBoi kuciotel (C18:3 n3) yBenuunBaeTcs B MOJIOY-
HOM JKHpE.

JlaHa olleHKa BJIMSIHUS MOPCKHUX Bojopociiedd Schizochytrium limacinum (10 v/meHs/Ton.) Ha co-
CTaB MOJIOKa W TPOQMIb KUPHBIX KHUCIOT, KOJTHYECTBO COMATHYECKUX KJIETOK M PacCIpOCTPaHEHHOCTH
NaTOTEHHBIX OaKTepHii B CHIPOM MOJIOKE MHOTOIIOAHBIX aJBIIMHACKUX KO3. BriltoueHme MOpPCKUX BOJO-
pocieil 3HAYUTETBHO YMEHBIINIO KOJIWYECTBO COMAaTHYECKUX KJIETOK B MOJIOKE M MPHUCYTCTBHE IATOTe-
HOB BBIMEHH, YIIy4IIHIO KauecTBo Mosioka (Mapzanos H.C. u ap., 2005).

B kauectBe 3(ppeKTHBHOTO MCTOUHUKA KICTYATKH TSI MOJIOYHBIX KO3 HE00X0oanMa (epMeHTAINS
PHUCOBOH COJIOMBI C UCIIOJIb30BaHUEM OTpabOTaHHOTO cyOcTpaTa u3 TpuboB Pleurotus sajor-caju, 94To cy-
IIIECTBEHHO IMOBHIIIAET €€ KOPMOBYIO LIEHHOCTh. PexoMenayercs, yToOs! 107 (hepMEHTHPOBAHHOM pHCO-
BOM COJIOMEI B CyXOM BEIIECTBE parroHa coctapisiia 15 % (Canankos M.IO. u ap., 2019).

JobaBKy, colepkallyro cMech TpaB, CKapMJIMBAIM MOJOYHBIM KO3aM IOJBCKOW OeJoi Imoposl,
Ha0JII0AaTI0Ch 3HAUUTENIFHOE BIMSHUE PACTUTENBHOM KOPMOBOH JOOABKH HA KOJTUYECTBO MOJIOYHOKHUCIIBIX
baxrepuii (LAB) (P<0,001). HaubomnpIas mIOTHOCTh YHCICHHOCTH JIAKTOOAKTepuil Obl1a 0OHapyXKeHa Y
KO3, MOJy4YaBIINX KOPMOBYIO 0OaBKYy C JEBATHIO TpaBamMu B no3e 20 T Ha kuBOTHOE B jaeHb (P<0,05)
(XamumbexoB 3.A. u np., 2007).
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Uzydeno BiusHUE NBYX PAIOHOB C Pa3IMYHBIM coaepikanueMm Oenka (% CBIpOro MpoTeWHa Ha
cyxoe BeniectBo) — 16 % (BrIcokoOenkoBas aueta) npotus 12,2 % (Hu3koOenKkoBas quera) Ha MPOU3BO/I-
CTBO MOJIOKa Y MOJIOYHBIX KO3. JKHUBOTHBIC CTATHCTHYCCKU HE PA3IMYAINCH IO YOI U COCTaBYy MOJIOKA,
HU3KOOEIKOBas JMeTa NMpUBENIa K CHH)KEHHUIO SKCKpEeIMH a30Ta ¢ MO4oi Ha 28 % M CTOMMOCTH KOpMa
npumepHo Ha 10 % (Rapetti L et al., 2020).

Konrenrpanuu petrHoNa U 0-TOKO(Eeposia B KPOBU U MOJIOKE KO3 MOTYT OBITh OMOMapKepamu
CHUCTEeMBbI KOpMIIeHUS (TOpHas MacTh0a, MacTh0a Ha KyJIbTUBUPYEMOM JIYTY U OOLIUI CMEIIaHHBINH PaIFoH )
(Roncero-Diaz M et al., 2021).

OOHapy>KeHBI MOJIOKUTENbHBIE 3PGEKThl Saccharomyces cerevisiae, Bacillus subtilis w Entero-
coccus faecalis IO OTAEIBPHOCTH M B KOMOWHAIIMKM Ha MOTPEOJICHUE CYyXOro BEHIECTBA, MPOU3BOJICTBO U
COCTaB MOJIOKA, a TaKke (peKaNbHyI0 MUKPOQIIOPY MOJIOYHBIX K03 3aaHeH (Ma ZZ et al., 2020).

Kopwm u3 Camelina sativa B paunone ko3 (lonica) yBenu4ui B MOJIOKE COJICPIKaHHUE CYXOTO Bellie-
CTBa, XKUPa, JakTo3bl U KoHUeHTpauuit C6:0, C11:0, C14:0, C18:2 n-6, CLA u I[THXK u kauectBo noiy-
yeHHoro cbipa (Colonna MA et al., 2021).

BxittoueHne TMMOHHBIX JIUCTHEB H PUCOBOW COJIOMBI B COCTaB KOMOMKOPMOB JIJIsl MOJIOYHBIX KO3
Mypuano-I'paHajivHa yBeIHYIIO COIEPKAHUE KHUPA B MOJIOKE M KOHILIEHTPALUK MOHOHEHACBIIICHHBIX H
MOJTMHEHACHIICHHBIX JKUPHBIX KUcoT (Romero T et al., 2020).

3akirouenue.

Takum 00pa3oM, yuuThIBask OOJBIIOE BIMSIHME CUCTEM KOPMIICHHS MOJIOUHBIX KO3 Ha COCTaB MO-
JOYHBIX KUPHBIX KUCIOT ¥ IPYTHX KOMIIOHCHTOB MOJIOKA, a TAKKe MOCIETHNE JOCTIKEHHS B 3TOH 00a-
CTH, HauOoJee MEPCICKTUBHBIMU B MHUTAHUM MOJIOUYHBIX KO3 MOXET OBITh HCIOJIh30BAHUE HCTOYHHKOB
pacTUTENBbHOTO Maciia (OTXO0I0B MaclIOKUPOBOU MPOMBIIIIJIECHHOCTH ).
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