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Annomayusa. IIpoOMOTHKH SBISIOTCA OJHUMHU M3 HanOoJiee YHUBEPCAIBHBIX KOPMOBBIX 00aBOK
1 MOTYT JIETKO KOMOMHHPOBATHCS C IPYyruMu noOaBkamu. [IpoOnoTHueckue mpemnaparthbl CriocoOHbBI OKa-
3BIBaTh POCTOCTUMYJIUPYIOMNN 3(h(HEKT U MOBBIIIATE UIMMYHHBII CTaTyC OpraHH3Ma, YIydIlasi 3J0POBBIii
OayiaHc OakTepuil B >KelyIOYHO-KUIIIEYHOM TpakTe. B paboTe mpencTaBieHbl pe3yibTaThl dKCIIEPUMEH-
TajgpHOro uccienoBanus npodbuotukoB ATDBILI (Enterococcus faecium, Lactobaci?l,us acidophilus), Jlak-
tobudanon Dopre (Lactobacillus acidophilus, Bifidobacterium adolescentis) n E-500 (Bacillus subtilis,
Bacillus natto, Lactobacillus plantarum, Bacillus licheniformis) Ha IpOIyKTUBHOCTG IIBITUIAT-OpPOMIEPOB
¥ TeMaTOoJOTHYeCKHe MapamMeTpbl KpoBu. VcciemoBaHus MPOBOAMINCEH Ha IBILIATaX-Opoinepax Kpocca
Arbor Acres Plus. YcTaHOBNIEHBI OCTOBEPHBIE OTJIMYMS MO JKMBOH Macce TOJNBKO MPU HCIIOJIb30BAHUH
Jlakrobudanon Popre é23,2 %; P<0,05). OTMeueHo JOCTOBEPHOE MOBHIIICHHE YPOBHS T'eMOTTIO0ONHA TIPU
ucnonb3oBaHuu Jlakto Hg)az{on Dopre Ha 13 % (P<0,05) o cpaBHeHnto ¢ koHTpoieM. Ilpu ckapmimBa-
HHUH POOMOTHIECKON T0OaBKH E-SSO OBUTO BBISBIEHO JIOCTOBEPHOE CHIDKEHHE KOIMYECTBA JICHKOINTOB
Ha 12-14 % (P<0,05) oTHOCHTENTFHO KOHTPOJABHOI Tpynmel. [Ipn BBeneHNM B pannoH IBIUIAT-OpoiinepoB
nperapata ATBIL ycraHOBIeHO yMeHbIIEHE KOIHYecTBa HelTpodhmioB Ha 24 % (P<0,05) n MoHOIINTOB —
Ha 50 % (P<0,05). ¥I0Ka3aTeJm MUHepaIbHOr0 0OMeHa OBUIH B IpeaesiaX HOPMEI BO BCEX TPYINax, MPH
atoMm Habmogaemoe B I rpymme (ATBIII) cHmkeHne ypoBHS *Kelle3a TOJATBEPKIAET CIIOCOOHOCTh MPO-
OMOTHYECKUX IITAMMOB €TI0 CBSI3BIBaTh. VcciemoBaHus MpoaeMOHCTPHPOBATN TONOKUTEIIEHOE BIMSHIE
U3yYaeMBIX MIPOOMOTHYECKUX KOPMOBBIX JOOABOK Ha OpPraHU3M LBILIAT-OpoitnepoB. HaMu yctaHoBneHo
yIIydIlIeHHE Psijia TeMaTOJIOTMYEeCKUX MOKa3aTeNel: reMorjao0uH, oomuid oenok, anpoymun, ACT, moue-
Basi KHCJIOTA.

Knrouesvle cnoea: NTUIIEBOJCTBO, IBITUIATA-OpOHIephl, KOpMIIEHHUE, TPOOHMOTHUKH, MOPQOTIOTHYEC-
CKHe U OMOXMMHYECKHE IT0Ka3aTeln KPOBH
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Abstract. Probiotics are one of the most versatile feed additives and can be easily combined with
other supplements. Probiotic preparations can have a growth-stimulating effect and increase the immune
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status of body, improving the healthy balance of bacteria in the gastrointestinal tract. The paper presents
the results of an experimental study of probiotics "ATYSH" (Enterococcus faecium, Lactobacillus aci-
dophilus), "Lactobifadol Forte" (Lactobacillus acidophilus, Bifidobacterium adolescentis), and "E-500"
(Bacillus subtilis, Bacillus natto, Lactobacillus plantarum, Bacillus licheniformis) on productivity of
broiler chickens, and hematological blood parameters. The studies were carried out on broiler chickens of
the Arbor Acres Plus cross. It was established that the live weight of the birds of all experimental groups
exceeded live weight of the control group, while reliable values were recorded only when using "Lactobi-
fadol Forte", so by the end of the experiment the difference relative to the control was 23.2% (P<0.05). A
significant increase in hemoglobin levels was noted when using "Lactobifadol Forte" by 13% (P<0.05)
compared with the control. When feeding the probiotic supplement "E-500", a significant decrease in the
number of leukocytes was revealed - by 12-14% (P<0.05) relative to the control group. A decrease in the
number of neutrophils by 24% (P<0.05) and monocytes by 50% (P<0.05) was found after the introduction
of "ATYSH" into the diet of broiler chickens. The indicators of mineral metabolism were within the nor-
mal range in all groups, while the decrease in iron levels observed in group I (“ATYSH”) confirms the
ability of probiotic strains to bind iron. Studies have demonstrated the positive effect of the studied probi-
otic feed additives on the body of broiler chickens. We found an improvement in a number of hematologi-
cal parameters: hemoglobin, total protein, albumin, AST, uric acid.

Keywords: poultry farming, broiler chickens, feeding, probiotics, morphological blood parameters,
biochemical blood parameters
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BBenenue.

B HacTosimee BpeMsi HEBO3MOXKHO ITOJHOCTBIO OTKA3aThCsl OT MPUMEHEHHS aHTHOMOTUKOB B JKU-
BOTHOBOJCTBE. [I0CKONBKY Ha IMyTH K 3allpeTy MX IPUMEHEHHS CIECTyeT OKUAATh OE3yCIOBHOE CHIDKEHHUE
3¢ (EeKTUBHOCTH TPOU3BOICTBA MPOIYKINN U3-32 YXyAIICHAS MPOAYKTUBHOCTH JKUBOTHBIX U YBEITUICHUS
gucina ux 3aboneBanuii (Adhikari P et al., 2020). B xauecTBe anpTepHATUBBI aHTHOUOTHKAM OBLITH OMPO-
OoBaHBI pa3UyHbIC J00ABKH ¢ pa3HO# creneHbto ycnexa (Yadav S and Jha R, 2019), u3 xoTopsIx mpo-
OMOTHKH TOYYIH BCEMUPHOE MpH3HaHKe. MMeeTcs: 3HAaUNTENbHOE KOIMYECTBO HCCICIOBAHUMN, CBHIIC-
TENBCTBYIOIINX O IMPEHMYIIECTBaX NMPOOMOTHYECKUX IPENapaToB MO OTHOIIEHHIO K aHTUOWOTHYECKHM
(Broom LJ and Kogut MH, 2018; Wan MLY et al., 2019).

[TpoOroTHKYM CIOCOOHBI OKa3bIBaTh POCTOCTUMYIUPYIOMUH 3(G(EKT U MOBBIIATE UMMYHHBIN CTa-
TyC OpraHW3Ma, YJIydias 3J0pOBBI OamaHc OakTepwii B JKEIyJOYHO-KUIIEYHOM TpakTe, MoTpebieHue
KOpMa M MHUIIEBapeHne 3a CYET MOBHIMIEHNS akTHBHOCTH (epmenToB (Zhen W et al., 2018; Alagawany M
et al., 2018), a Takke CHUKCHHSI POM3BOICTBA AMMHAKa M HEUTpaIH3aI[Mi SHTEPOTOKCHHOB (Soomro RN
et al., 2019; Al-Fatah MA, 2020; Khattab AAA et al., 2021).

B Hactosimee Bpemst Ha peIHKE JOCTYIICH ITUPOKUI CIIEKTP KOMMEPYECKUX MPOOHOTHUKOB. B mTu-
IIEBOJICTBE MPOOMOTHKY BKJIIOYAIOT B PAIlMOH MM B BOJY ITHIIBI, a TAK)KE OHH MOTYT BBOJUTHCS HEIIO-
CPE/ICTBEHHO Pa3BHBAIOIIEMYCsl SMOPHOHY C HCIIOJIb30BAaHHEM TEXHOJOTHH KOPMIJIEHUS in ovo (Xomnopo-
Bu4 B., 2021). [laya ntuniaMm npoOHOTHKOB COMPOBOXKIAACTCS HOpMaTHM3aIlMe MUKPOOHOMa KHIIICUHHUKA
mocje aHTHONOTHKOTEPAITHH.

Onnako 3¢ (eKTHBHOCTh AEHCTBHSA MPOOMOTHKOB 3aBHCUT OT MHOTHX (PakTOpOB, BKIIOYas CIIie-
IU(UIHOCTH IITaMMa, TO3MPOBKY M MPOJOJDKUTEILHOCTh NMPUEMa, BO3PACT, JOCTYITHOCTh (pepMEHTaIH-
oHHOTrO cybOcTpara, pH kumeunuka u Hannuue crpecca (Rehman A et al., 2020).

Heap uccaenosanmusi.
Ouenuts BiHsHUE MpoOnoTHYeCKHX KOpMOBBIX n006aBok ATBIL, Jlakrobudamnon @opte u E-500
Ha IPOAYKTUBHOCTH LBIIIIAT-OpoiiinepoB 1 Mopdoaoruueckrue u OHOXUMUYECKHE [TapaMeTphl KPOBH.
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MaTtepuaJjbl M METOABI HCCJIEA0BAHUS.

O0BekT ucciaegoBanusi. L{prmsta-6poitnepsr kpocca Arbor Acres Plus.

OOciy>xuBaHNE KUBOTHBIX M SKCIEPHUMEHTAIbHBIE UCCIIEOBAaHHUS OBUIM BBIIOJHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBHU C MHCTPYKIMAMH M PEKOMEHJAIMAMH POCCHUICKHX HOpMaTHBHBIX akToB (1987 r.; [Ipukaz Mun-
3apaBa CCCP Ne 755 or 12.08 1977 «O mepax no jJajbHeiIIeMy COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUIK OPraHU3ALMOH-
HBIX (EOpM paboTHI ¢ HCIOIB30BAaHUEM IKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX )KUBOTHBIX») M «Guide for the Carre and Use
of Laboratory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). I1pu npoBenenun mcciezno-
BaHMH OBUIM TPEeNNpPUHSITHI MEpHI Il 00ecreyeHns MUHIMYyMa CTPaJaHUH >KUBOTHBIX M yMEHbBIICHUS
KOJIMYECTBA MCCIIETYEMBIX OTIBITHBIX 00pa3IoB.

Cxema 3KkcnepuMenTa. VccienoBanus npoBeJeHbl Ha 0a3e OoTjena KOPMIICHHS CETbCKOXO3SH-
CTBEHHBIX XMBOTHBIX M TEXHOJIOTMH KOpMOB M. npogeccopa C.I'. Jleymmua DenepanbHOro Hay4HOTO
[eHTpa Ouostornueckux cucteM u arporexHoioruit PAH B 2021 r. Metomom rpymnm-aHaiaoros 0610 oTo-
OpaHo 4 rpymnmsl Mo 10 TONOB UBILIAT-OpOIIEpOB CEMHIHEBHOTO Bo3pacTta. CpeaHsisl jKuBas Macca Co-
craBsuia 198,0 r Ha rpynmy. B xone skcniepuMeHTa HbIIIATa-Opoiiiiepbl KOHTPOJIEHON TPYIITEI ITOJTYYaIH
CTaH/apTHBIE MoJHOpalroHHele komOukopma [1K-5 u I1K-6. B paruon | ombITHOW TpynIbl DOTONHU-
TeNBHO BKIIOUany mpobuotuk ATHIIII («Argo@ez[epaunﬂ», pecnyonuka bamkoprocran, Poccust), B mo3e
1 r/kr kopma: Enterococcus faecium — 2x10° KOE/r, Lactobacillus acidophilus — 1x10° KOE/r; II onbIt-
Has rpynna — Jlakrooudamon ®opre («Kommonent», r. byrypycnan, Poccus), B 1o3e 1 r/kr kopma: Lac-
tobacillus acidophilus JII'1-JIETI-BTHKU B konuuectse He menee 1,0x107 KOE/r, Bifidobacterium ado-
lescentis B-1-JIEII-BTHKU — ue menee 8,0x107 KOE/r u Il rpynna — E-500 (EH TRADING CO., LTD
o 3akazy OO0 «buonaktuky, r. HoBocubupck), B mo3e 1 r/kr kopma: Bacillus subtilis, Bacillus natto,
Lactobacillus plantarum, Bacillus licheniformis —1x10'° KOE/T.

OOpa3ubl KpOBH OTOMpaANIM B KOHIIE SKCIIEpUMEHTa B BakyyMHbIe npooupku ¢ DATA-K3, mms
OMOXMMUYECKUX MCCIIeIOBaHNH — B BAKyyMHBIE TPOOUPKU C aKTHBATOPOM CBEPTHIBAHHS.

OO6opynoBanue u TexHuyeckue cpeacrBa. MccnemoBanus BeimoiHeHsl B [IKIT BCT PAH
http://ukn-6¢r.pd. KpoBb mccnenoBanyn Ha OHOXMMHYSCKOM aBTOMAaTHYCCKOM aHAIHM3aTope Mapku Dirui
CS-240 («DIRUI», Kuraii) u Mmopdonormueckom aBromatndeckom aHanmzarope DF-50 Vet («Shenzhen
Dymind Biotechnology Co», Kurai).

Cratucrnyeckas o0padoTka. /[aHHbIE BBIpaXaIOTCS B BHJIE CPEAHUX 3HAUYEHHWH + CTaHIApTHOMH
omuOku cpennero 3HayeHus: (M+m). CTaTHCTUYECKUN aHAIU3 MPOBOJMIICS C MOMOIIBI0 OUCHOTO MPO-
rpammHoOro komiuiekca «Microsoft Office» ¢ mpumenennem «Excel» («Microsofty, CIIIA) ¢ 06paboTkoit
naHHBIX B «Statistica 10.0» («Stat Soft Inc.», CILIA). 3Ha4ynMOCTh TPYNIOBBIX Pa3IWYHN OLEHUBAIH C
nomorslo t-kputepus Cteroaenta npu P<0,05, npu3HaHHOTO JOCTOBEPHBIM.

Pe3yabTaTsl ucciie10BaHUs.
JlmHaMuKa JKUBOW MacChl, a0CONIOTHBIA MPUPOCT, a TAKKE CPEIHECYTOUHBIN MPUPOCT 3a MEPHOJ
OTIBITA TIOKA3aHkI B TadmuIe 1.

Tabmma 1. JlnHamMuKa )KUBOi Macchl ITHI M A0COJIIOTHBII MPHPOCT KUBOIi MacChI 32 MePHO/ ONbITA, T
Table 1. Dynamics of live weight of birds and absolute increase in live weight for the period of experience, g

Bospacr, cyT / KonTpoas / I rpynmna / Il rpynna / III rpynna /
Age, day control group 1 group 11 group 111
7 197478 199+6,4 198+5,7 19847,6
14 312+17,0 3484192 354+12.,6 355+15
21 561+42.9 677+32,3 711£30,0* 700+42,6*
28 1058+83,6 1175+59,3 1268+62,8* 1210+83,9
35 1642+118,8 1871+97 1920+106* 1814+127.9
42 2065+121 2286+130,6 2545+127* 2256+135,9
AOCOIIOTHBII MPUPOCT 32
repuo/1 onbITa (35 nHei) /
Absolute increase over the peri-
od of experience (35 days) 1867,8+93,3 2087,4+121,3 2347,9+151,3* 2256,5+83,7*
CpenHeCyTOYHBIH MPUPOCT 32
NIEPHUOJ OTIBITA, T / Average dai-
ly gain for the period of experi-
ence, g 56,1427 63,9+3,5 64,5+4,3* 63,0£2,4

IMpumeuannue: * — P < 0,05

Note: * —P <0.05
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[To uToram mpoBeAEHHOTO 3KCIiepUMeHTa yctaHoBjIeHO: ¢ 21 mo 42 neHp Bo I ombITHOH rpymiie
HaOJIFOIAIOCH JIOCTOBEPHOE CTAOWIILHOE ITOBBIIICHUE MAacChl Tella 10 CPaBHEHHIO ¢ KOHTposieM Ha 12,8
(P<0,05), 19,8 (P<0,05), 16,9 (P<0,05) u 23,2 % (P<0,05) na 21, 28, 35 u 42 cyTKu COOTBETCTBEHHO. A0-
COJIFOTHBIN MPHPOCT MacChl HBIIIAT-OpoiinepoB 11 rpynms! Obi1 BeIe KoHTpOsIbHOH Ha 15,0 % (P<0,05), a
II rpynmer — Ha 11,2 % (P<0,05). CpeaHecyTO4HBIH NPUBEC HAa FOJIOBY ObUT JOCTOBEPHO BBINIC KOHTPOJIS
BO II ombrTHO# rpymme Ha 15,0 % (P<0,05).

HHTEHCHBHOCTH pOCTa IBILIAT-OpOIepoB TECHO CBA3aHa ¢ MOKa3aTesIMHA MOTPeOIeHNS KOpMa U
3arpaTaMu KOpMa Ha 1 K IpupocTa *KHBOI Macchl, KOTOPbIE OTPAKEHBI B TA0IUIIE 2.

Tabmuna 2. @akTHYeCKoe MOTPedIeHHe KOPMA IS TAMU-0poiijiepaMu 1Mo nmepuoaam
BbIPALUMBAHUS, I/TOJI.
Table 2. Actual feed consumption by broiler chickens by growing periods, g/head

I'pynna / Group
Hokazarens / Indicator T;f:::; / Irpynna/ | Il rpynna/ | III rpynma /
control | 87U 1 group I1 group IIT

CrapToBbIii KOMOHKOPM / Starter feed 1392,7 1510,6 1609,7 1558,1
Pocrosoii kombukopm / Growth feed 2019 2103,1 2059,1 20523
Bcero 3a akcniepument / Total per experiment 3411,7 3613,7 3668,8 36104
3arparbl KOpMa Ha 1 KT pUpOCTa JKUBOH MACCHI,

kr / Feed costs per 1 kg of live weight gain, kg 1,82 1,73 1,7 1,75

Hprmuratamu 1, 11 u I rpynm 65110 notpedieno Oombie KOpMa, €M NTHIEH KOHTPOIBHON TpyT-
el Ha 5,9 %, 7,5 % u 5,8 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO. B TOM umcie Oomblue MoKa3aTelid MOTPeOICHUs KopMa
OTHOCHUTENBHO KOHTPOJIA 3a()MKCHPOBaHBI IPU CKAPMIIMBAHUHU CTAPTOBOTO M POCTOBOTO KOMOMKOPMOB BO
BCEX ONBITHBIX rpymmax. Hamu ObuU10 KOHCTAaTHPOBAHO aKTHBHOE MOTPEOJICHNE NTHIEH OMBITHBIX I'PYII
CTapTOBOTO KOMOMKOpMa C 1o0aBlieHHEeM MpoOHOTHYEeCKHX 100aBoK. Torma Kak pasHUNIa MoTpedIéHHOro
POCTOBOrO KOMOMKOpPMa y ITHUI] ONBITHBIX TPYII W KOHTPOJIBHOW TPYIITEI BecbMa He3HauuTenbHa. Lpi-
nsTa-6poinepsl ¢ 7 1o 28 CyTKH MOJTy4Yalld CTApTOBBIA PaIloH, ¢ 28 1mo 42 CyTKH — POCTOBOM.

Tabnuma 3. [InmeBasi HEHHOCTH CTAPTOBOT0 H POCTOBOT0 PAIHOHOB
Table 3. Nutritional value of the starter and grower mash

CrapTo- .
BLI:ﬁ PocroBoii
. . En. pauuon/
HaumenoBanue nokasaredeii / Indicators pauuoH/
W3M. grower
/ starter
mash
mash
MaccoBas mons sxxupa / Mass fraction of fat % 4,04 5,35
MaccoBas 1oiis cyxoro BemectBa / Mass fraction of dry matter % 91,2 91,2
MaccoBas nons ceiporo nporeuna / Mass fraction of crude protein % 22,81 24,38
MaccoBas mons ceipoit kietdatku / Mass fraction of crude fiber % 4 3,5
MaccoBas toiist ceipoit 30561 / Mass fraction of crude ash % 3,1 5,6

OnHako, HECMOTpPsSI Ha MOBBIMICHHOE NMOTPEOJIEHHE KOpMa Yy ONBITHBIX IPYTII, 3aTpaThl KOPMa Ha
1 Xr mpupocTa y ONBITHBIX TPYIII OKA3aJICsl HIKE KOHTPOJIBHBIX 3HaueHuH Ha 5 % B I rpynne, Ha 6,6 % —
BO II 1 Ha 3,9 % — B III onbITHBIX IpynIax, TEM HE MEHEE JAaHHBIC HE SIBISIIOTCS JOCTOBEPHBIMH.
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B tabnune 4 mpencraBieHsl MOPGOIOTHIECKHE TTOKA3aTelNd KPOBH, B3ATHIE IO OKOHYAHHIO HC-

CJICJOBAHMA.

Tab6muna 4. Mopdgoaornyeckune nokasareju KpoBH UBIILIAT-0poiiiepoB kpocca Arbor Acres Plus
Table 4. Morphological parameters of blood of broiler chickens of the cross Arbor Acres Plus

I'pynna / Group

Moxazarens / Indicator KOHTPOJIb / I rpynna / II rpynna / III rpynna
control group 1 group 11 / group 111

I'emorno6un, /1 / Hemoglobin, g/l 100,80+2,89 113,60+2,38 115,40+£2,01*  93,60+4,96
Spupouss, 1021/ Ervthrocytes, 10/ 1,860,07  2,03+0,03 2,07£0,05  1,70+0,08
Jeiikonutsl, 10%/1 / Leukocytes, 10°/1 36,18+2,47 37,24+1,16 35,4+0,83 31,56+2,01*
Tpom6ouutsl, 10%/11 / Platelets, 10°/1 0,80+0,37 2,40+1,66 1,20+0,37 1,00+0,32
Jumdormrer, 10°/n / Lymphocytes, 10°/1 13,5242,03 20,56+1,62** 15,02+2,67 13,1942,03
Heitrpodunsi, 10°/n / Neutrophils, 10°/1 18,33+1,51 13,98+1,02* 20,16+2,33 14,70+2,50*
Mownouurtsl, 10°/1 / Monocytes, 10°/1 0,26+0,06 0,13+0,07* 0,27+0,06 0,18+0,02*

[pumeuanwne: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01
Note: * — P<0.05; ** — P<0.01

CkapmnuBanue npemnapara Jlakrooudamon dopre CONMPOBOKAAIOCH MOBBIIMICHUEM COJICPIKAHUS
remorsiobuna Ha 13,0 % (P<0,05). IIpu ckapmimBannm mpoduotrydeckoii rodasku E-500 66110 BEIABICHO
JIOCTOBEPHOE CHIDKEHHE KonmdecTBa JelkoruroB Ha 12,0-14,0 % (P<0,05). I[Ipu BBeneHWM B paiuoH
IBIUIIT-Opoiinepos npenapata ATBII ycTaHoBIEHO yMeHbIIEHHE KondyecTBa HelHTpodmios Ha 24,0 %
(P<0,05) u monomuroB — Ha 50,0 % (P<0,05), a Takxke moBeimenne muMpormtos Ha 35,0 % (P<0,01). Ko-
JTUYECTBO IPUTPOILUTOB W TPOMOOIIMTOB BO BCEX OIBITHBIX TPYTIAaX HE UMENO JOCTOBEPHBIX Pa3IHuuil U
OBUTO PUOIMKEHO K KOHTPOJILHBIM 3HAYEHHSIM.

Buoxumuueckre mokasarenyu KpOBU IPEACTABICHBI B TAOIHIIE 5.

Tabmuma 5. BuoxuMuyecKue NoKa3aTejd KPOBH UBINLIAT-0poiijiepoB kpocca Arbor Acres Plus
Table 5. Biochemical parameters of blood of broiler chickens of the cross Arbor Acres Plus

I'pynna / Group
Ioxa3arens / Indicator KOHTPOJIb/ I rpynna / II rpynmna / III rpynmna /
control group 1 group 11 group 111

OO6mmii 6enox, /1 / Total protein, g/l 36,63+0,79 40,48+1,52* 35,07+1,07 35,56+2,37
I'moxo3a, mmonw/n1 / Glucose, mmol/l 9,79+0,83 11,38+0,30 11,00+0,92 9,34+0,80
AnsOymuH, 1/ / Albumin, g/l 16,60+0,68 18,40+0,51* 16,00+0,32 15,60+1,03
AJIT, En/n/ ALT, U/ 9,68+1,39 7,84+1,63 8,46+1,25 10,12+1,88
ACT,Ea/n/ ACT, U/l 300,72+£16,31  365,58+34,80 400,34+43,51* 358,12+16,50**
bunupy6un o6mmii, MKMOJIB/JT /
Total bilirubin, umol/l 1,08+0,11 0,80+0,17 1,34+0,13 1,11+0,06
bunnpyOuH npsaMoid, MKMOJIB/IT /
Bilirubin direct, umol/l 1,35+0,06 1,36+0,11 1,44+0,20 1,48+0,13
XonectepuH, MMonb/it / Cholesterol, umol/l 3,67+0,20 4,08+0,20 3,70+0,18 3,65+0,35
Tpurnumepusr, MMOJIB/I /
Triglycerides, mmol/l 0,20+0,03 0,23+0,04 0,21+0,03 0,20+0,02
MoueBuna, Mmoins/a / Urea, mmol/l 0,64+0,07 0,72+0,05 0,78+0,09 0,90+0,08**
Kpearvnun, Mmxmonw/n / Creatinine, umol/l 20,26+0,31 21,30+1,18 19,54+0,92 20,14+1,00
a-Avunaza, En/n / a-Amylase, U/l 265,20+£55,77 327,20£27,30%  284,66+74,57 301,40+61,03
MoueBast KUCII0Ta, MKMOJIB/JT /
Uric acid, umol/l 209,02+66,12 151,70+22,07* 153,66+35,70* 300,62+46,49**

[pumeuanwue: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01
Note: * — P<0.05; ** — P<0.01
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B I rpynmne Habmroganu Ooiee BHICOKKE MOKa3aTeNn 001ero 0enka u aib0yMHHA 110 CPaBHEHUIO C
KOHTPOJBHBIMH 3HaueHusaMH, Ha 13,0 % (P<0,05) u 15,0 % (P<0,05) coorBercTBeHHO. Takxe B JaHHOM
rpymnme mokasarens a-Amminassl 06Ut Ha 19,0 % (P<0,05) BeIIe KOHTpONBHBIX 3HaUYeHWH. Hanbompmmit
nokazatenb ACT Obin BeisiBieH y 11 onbITHO#H Tpynmel, koTophiid Ha 25,0 % (P<0,05) npeBblman KoH-
Tpoub, y 111 onbITHOW TPYMIIBI ATOT MOKa3aTesb Beipoc Ha 19,1 % (P<0,01), cooTBeTCTBEHHO.

B III ompiTHOH rpynme ObUTO OOHApY)KEHO MOBEHIMIEHHOE cojaep)kaHue MoueBHHBI Ha 28,0 %
(P<0,01) u mouesoii kucnotsr — Ha 30,0 % (P<0,01) orHOCHTeNnbHO KOHTpOs. Torna kak B I u Il rpynmax
OBLIO YCTAHOBJICHO CHIDKEHHUE COZEp KaHusI MOueBOM Kucnotsl Ha 27,4 % (P<0,05) u 26,5 % (P<0,05) no
CPaBHEHHIO C KOHTPOJIEM.

MuHepanbHBIH COCTaB KPOBH MPEJCTABIICH B Tabuuie 6. 3aUKCHPOBAHO IOCTOBEPHOE CHUKCHHE
cozeprkanus xxene3a Ha 36,1 % (P<0,01) nums B I rpynmme oTHOCHTENEHO KOHTPOJISL.

Tabnuna 6. MuHepaJibHBIH COCTAB KPOBHU IBIILIAT-0poiijiepoB kpocca Arbor Acres Plus
Table 6. The mineral composition of blood of broiler chickens of the cross Arbor Acres Plus

I'pynna / Group
Moxa3arens / Indicator KOHTPOJb / I rpynna / II rpynna/ | I rpynna /
Control group 1 group 11 group 111
Kaneunmii, Mmons/i / Calcium, mmol/l 3,23+0,18 3,40+0,52 3,13+0,14 3,60+0,29
Maruuii, Mmonw/n / Magnesium, mmol/l 0,87+0,05 0,90+0,02 0,81+0,03 0,92+0,04
Kenezo, mxmons/n / Iron, umol/l 28,78+1,55 18,38+1,47** 28,80+5,13 25,24+2,01
®Dochop, Mmmonsw/n / Phosphorus, mmol/l 3,93+0,15 4,08+0,23 4,03+0,18 3,68+0,26

[pumeuanwne: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01
Note: * — P<0.05; ** — P<0.01

OO0cy:x1eHue NoJy4YeHHbIX Pe3yJbTATOB.

B macrosimee BpeMs yCTaHOBJICHO, UTO BKIFOYCHHE B PALMOH MTHUITBI MPOOHOTUIECKUX IITAMMOB
MIOJIOXKUTEIHFHO CKa3bIBACTCS HA MPOAyKTUBHOCTH pocta (Sjofjan O et al., 2021; Jeni RE et al., 2021). [Ipu
3TOM CIHOCOOHOCTh MPOOHMOTHKOB OKAa3bIBATh POCTOCTUMYJIUPYIOMINH 3((EKT MOXKET OBITh YBEIWYeHA
myTéM 00bEeTMHEHUS ABYX WM OoJiee ITaMMOB, a TAKKe 00beTUHEHUS TPOOMOTUKOB U CHHEPTETHYECKUX
koMIoHeHTOB (Abudabos AM et al., 2019; Kazemi SA et al., 2019; Ramlucken U et al., 2020; Reuben RC
etal., 2022).

B Hammx ucciemoBaHUSAX YCTAaHOBIEH POCTOCTUMYIIHPYIOIIUA 3QQeKT AeHCTBUS NPOOHOTHYE-
CKHUX IIpernapaToB: AMHAMUKA KHBOI Macchl, aOCOMIOTHBIA U CPEHECYTOYHBIN MPUPOCTHI ITHUI] OMBITHBIX
IPYII OPEBBIIATA KOHTPOJIbHBIE 3HAUCHHUSI, HO MIPU 3TOM JIOCTOBEPHbIC 3HAUEHHsI ObLIH 3a(UKCUPOBAHBI
TOJBKO TpW Hcroib3oBanuy Jlakrooudanon dopre Ha ocHOoBe mrammoB Lactobacillus acidophilus n
Bifidobacterium adolescentis, 4To coriacyeTcsi ¢ paHHee MPOBEIEHHBIMH MUCCIICIOBAHHMSIMH IO UCTIONIB30-
BaHUIO IMTaMMOB Bifidobacterium v Lactobacillus B xopmienuu ntur, (Wu XZ et al., 2019). ITpogykTus-
HOE JICHCTBHE MPOOMOTHKOB CBS3aHO C UX CIIOCOOHOCTHIO YIydIIaTh MHUIICBAPUTEIBHBIN POIEce 3a CUET
VBEJIMYCHUS MOJIC3HOW MUKPODIOPHI KETyTOYHO-KUAIIIEYHOTO TPAKTa, (DEePMEHTATUBHON aKTHBHOCTH OaK-
tepuit (Ciurescu G et al., 2020) u ynyumeHus: MUKpoOHOTO OajlaHca KWUIIEYHHUKA C MOCIEAYIONIMM BO3-
JISHCTBUEM Ha TiepeBapuBaHue, BcachiBaHue U noTpeOienue numiu (Rodjan P et al., 2018; Lokapirnasa-
ri WP et al.,, 2019; He T et al., 2019; Wu Y et al.,, 2019). Kpowme Toro, Bifidobacterium nu Lactobacillus
crocoOHBI cHIXATh pH kumredHwka u (pepMEeHTHPOBATH HemepeBapuBaeMble yriaeBoanl (Wu X et al.,
2019; Wu Z et al., 2021).

CTOUT OTMETHTh, YTO BKJIFOUCHHE POOMOTHKOB HE BCETa OKAa3bIBACT CYIIECTBCHHOE BIMSHHUE HA
MIPOXYKTUBHBIC KAYECTBA MTHIIBI, YTO MOXKET OBITH CBSI3aHO B IIEPBYIO OUYEpeabh C KOMOMHAIUEH poOHo-
TUYECKHX IMTaMMOB H UX JT03UpOBKOH BBeneHus (Rivera-Pérez W et al., 2021).
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[ToBbIimeHne moTpedaeHus] KopMa M0 CPAaBHEHHUIO C KOHTPOJBHOW TPyNIONW MOXXHO 000CHOBATh
TeM (haKTOM, YTO MOJOIBITHBIC MTUIIBI MOTPEOISIIN 3HAYUTEIBHO OOJIbIIIE KOPMa, YeM KOHTPOJIbHbIC, H3-
3a yIydIIeHus MumeBapuTensHbix nponeccos (Fesseha H et al., 2021).

JlobaBieHre TPOOMOTHKOB HE OKAa3bIBAaJIO CYIIECTBEHHOTO BIMSHHS Ha CONIEPXKaHUE DPUTPOIH-
TOB, TPOMOOIIMTOB, TJIFOKO3bI, aNbOyMUHa, OMIMPYyOnHa, XoJectepuHa, Tpurnunepuaos (Park JH et al.,
2018), 4To TaKkKe COracyercsi ¢ Hay4HbIMHU JAHHBIMU, CBHICTEIbCTBYOIIMMHU 00 OTCYTCTBUH HEraTHBHO-
T'O BIMSHUS MPOOMOTHYECKUX IIpenapaTroB Ha ¢usnonorndeckoe cocrosaue nrumsl (Wang H et al., 2018;
Reuben RC et al., 2022)

Hamu ycTaHOBIIEHO IOCTOBEpHOE MOBBIIICHUE YPOBHS I'eMOITIOOMHA [IPY UCIONIb30BaHuM JlakTo-
oudamon dopre, YTO CBA3aHO CO CHIKEHHEM pH MUILEBAPUTENBHOTO TPAKTa, MPUBOISIINM K JIydlIeMy
BCAChIBAHUIO JKeJie3a M3 TOHKOH KHIIKH W JTydmield BeIpaOoTKH BuTamuHOB rpynmnsl B (Deraz SF, 2018;
Ferdous MF et al., 2019).

3adukcupoBanHoe B rpynne ¢ buonakruk (Bacillus subtilis, Bacillus natto, Lactobacillus planta-
rum, Bacillus licheniformis) CHWKCHHE KOJIMYECTBA JICHKOIIUTOB TIOJATBEPKIACT aHHBIC, YTO MPOOHOTH-
YecKre Ipenaparbl ¢ MyJbTHIITAMMAaMH CIIOCOOHBI BIMATh Ha MHIYKIWIO MMMYHHBIX PEaKIWi MTHIIBI
(Sugiharto S et al., 2018), uro Hanuto oTpaxkeHue B yeiikorpamme kak I1I, Tak u B I rpynmax.

YcraHoBIIeHHOE TIOBBIIIIEHUE ypoBHS acnapTaramuHoTpancdepassl (ACT) o 11 u III rpynmax mo
CPaBHEHHIO C KOHTPOJIEM OTPaXkKaeT BBICOKYIO CKOPOCTh MeTabomnm3ma Oenka Ha (oHe AeHCTBHS Mpodno-
tukoB (Zbikowski A et al., 2020), 4To MOATBEPKIAETCA MOBBILIEHUEM HHTEHCHBHOCTH POCTA TITHIL B
OIBITHBIX Tpynmax. Ho mpu 3Tom Gonee BBHICOKHI ypoBeHb OeaxoBoro oomeHa (00muii 6enok u ans0y-
MUH) 3a(MKCHPOBAH TOJBKO B | TpyIIie, 4TO TOBOPUT O MOBBINICHUU (PYHKIIMOHAIBHOW JCATEILHOCTH Tie-
YeHHU.

JobaBieHre NpoOMOTHYECKUX TPETapaToB OKa3ajloCh MOJIE3HBIM JUISl YMEHBLICHUS WHBa3UU HH-
(DEKIMOHHBIX areHTOB, YTO MPHUBENO K CHIDKEHHUIO IIPOU3BOJICTBA MOYEBOW KHCIIOTHI, KAK YaCTH 3aIllMTHBIX
MexaHu3MoB TpoTuB uHpeknuii (Sugiharto S et al., 2018), B I u Il rpynnax. IToBsieHne xe MOYEBOM
kucnotel B Il rpymmne Moxer sSBIAThCS CEHU(MUYHBIM CUMIITOMOM B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT MEPBOIPUYHHBI
MaTOJIOTHH, OJHAKO CYIIECTBYIOT M XapaKTEPHBIE TPOSBIEHUS, KOTOPBIE TIO3BOJISIOT 3aM0JI03PHUTh THIIE-
pypukemuto. OIHaKO BBICOKHUH YPOBEHB ITypHHOBOIO MPOAYyKTa 0OMEHA B KPOBHU OJArONPHUSTHO BIIMSET HA
OpraHu3M M I03BOJISET KOPPEKTUPOBATh HEKOTOPHIE martosiornueckue coctosuus (Llleiima E.B. u np.,
2021).

IloxazaTenn MuHepambHOTO OOMEHa OBUIM B TIpeneslax HOPMBI BO BCEX TpyMIax, NMPH 3TOM
HaOmogaemoe B | Tpynme cCHU)XEHHE YpOBHS JKelle3a, ITOATBEPIKIA0T CIIOCOOHOCTh NMPOOHOTHYECKUX
IITaMMOB CBSI3bIBAaTh €ro B nuineBaputeabHoM TpakTe (Duskaev GK et al., 2018).

3akirouenue.

Takum 00pa3oM, HCCICIOBAaHHS MPOJECMOHCTPUPOBAIN IMOJOKUTEIHHOE BIMSHHUE MPOOHOTHYE-
ckux kopmoBbIX go00aBok ATDBIII, Jlaktooudagon ®Popre n E-500 Ha opraHu3M UBIILIAT-OpOIMIEpPOB.
Hamu ycraHOBNIEHO yiydIieHre psiia TeMaTONOTHISCKIX TTOKa3aTeNeil: TeMOTI00MH, 00N OSIIOK, ab-
oymun, ACT, MoueBast Kuciora. BrirodeHue ucciiefyeMbIX MPOOMOTHKOB B PAIMOH IIBITLIAT-OpOiiepoB
YIIy4IIUJIO OTPeOJICHHE KOpMa U COMPOBOXIAIOCh YBEIMUCHHUE MacChl Tela, Py ATOM HaWIydinas Jgu-
HaMUKa )UBOUW Macchl Ha0Ir0Aaach IpU BBelIeHUH B panuoH Jlakrooudanon dopre.
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