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Annoranus. [Touck anpTepHATUBHBIX BEIIECTB, 00IAMAIOMNX CXOXKUMH d(P(PEeKTaMu ¢ aHTUOMOTHKAMU,
ABJISIETCS B HACTOSIIIee BpeMs TII00aIbHON 3a1adell A7l MEPOBOTO IITUIIEBOACTBA. B 3T0ii cBsA3M OonbIon
MHTEpEC BBI3BIBACT HCIOJIH30BAHNE B KOPMJICHUU NTHII JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX PACTEHUM, colepKalluX aKTHB-
HBIC PACTUTEIBHBIC BEIIESCTBA OJIM3KHE IO ICHCTBHIO C aHTUOMOTHKAaMU. Ha Harr B3rjisi, He MEHEe BaXKHO
M3yYeHNE BO3MOKHBIX CHHEPTeTHIECKHUX 3(PPEKTOB C MPOOHOTHIECCKUMI KOMIOHEHTAMHU.

OkcnepuMeHT ObuT TipoBeAéH Ha 200 MpIIIATaX-Opoiinepax, pa3faen€HHBIX Ha 4 IKCIEPUMEHTAJIbHBIC
rpynmsl mo 50 rojioB B kaxaou (5 moBropenmii mo 10 ocobeli B kaxoii). Bo Bpems kaxmoro u3 3 ¢a3
KOPMJICHUS TITUI] HCIIOTIH30BATN CIIEAYIONINE PAlMOHBI: KOHTPOJIbHAS TPYIINa MOTydana OCHOBHOU pallu-
on (OP), I onbitHas — OP+Bacillus cereus (BC) (no3a 12,6x10° MukpoGHbIX Ten/kr xopma/cyT), 11 onbit-
Has — OP+Kywmapun (CO) (mo3a 2 mr/kr kopma/cyT), II1 onbrtHass — OP+BC+CO.

B xoze uccnenoBanmii yCTaHOBJICHO, UTO BKIIOUeHHE B cocTaB parmona CO, a taxxke CO ¢ BC cmoco0-
CTBOBAJIO YBEIIMUCHUIO JKUBOH Macchl OpoiiiepoB, 0COOEHHO 3TO 3aMeTHO C 28 10 42 NeHb SKCIIEPUMEHTA
(CO - 15,2-20,8 %; P=0,09; CO+BC — 15,6-12,8 %; P=0,00).

OtnenpHOE ucnonb3oBanue BC B panuone OpoitiepoB mpuBeno K cHKeHHIo JehkorutoB (P=0,053) B
CpPaBHEHHHM C OCTAJILHBIMH I'pymmiamu, Ha (GoHe OoJiee BBICOKMX 3HaueHul rpanynonutos (P=0,001) u re-
matokputa (P=0,002). AKTUBHOCTH SHAOTEHHOTO (epMeHTa alaHnHaMuHOTpaHcepassl (AJIT) B rpynme
CO 65b1a 60nee Boicokoii (P=0,001) B cpaBHEHNH ¢ OCTAJIBHBIMH TpyIaMu. TakuM 00pa3oM, BKIIOUSHHE
B OCHOBHOHU palMOH MTHUIIHI poduoTHdeckoro mramma Bacillus cereus n KymapuHa crmocoOCTBYeT 1mo-
BBIILICHUIO UX MPOIYKTUBHOCTH.

KuiroueBble cjioBa: MTHIA, KOPMIICHUE, MMPOAYKTUBHOCTh, KPOBb, IPOOUMOTHUKH, Bacillus cereus, Kyma-
puH, pepMeHTEI.
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Summary. The search for alternative substances with similar effects to antibiotics is currently a global
challenge for the world poultry industry. In this regard, plant substances, including medicinal plants, are of
great interest. In our opinion, it is equally important to study possible synergistic effects with probiotic
substances.

The experiment was carried out on 200 broiler chickens, divided into 4 experimental groups of 50 animals
each (5 repetitions of 10 animals each). During each of the 3 feeding phases, the birds were fed the rations
presented: the control group received the basic diet (BD), experimental I - BD + Bacillus cereus (BC)
(dose 12.6 x 10° microbial bodies / kg feed / day), experimental II - BD + Coumarin (CO) (dose 2 mg / kg
feed / day), III experimental - BD + BC + CO.
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During the research, it was found that the inclusion of CO, as well as CO with BC in the diet, contributed
to an increase in the live weight of broilers, this was especially noticeable from the 28th to 42nd day of the
experiment (CO - 15.2-20.8%, P =0, 09; CO + BC - 15.6-12.8%, P = 0.06).

The use of BC alone in broiler diets resulted in a decrease in leukocytes (P = 0.053) compared with the
rest of the groups, against the background of higher values of granulocytes (P = 0.001) and hematocrit
(P = 0.002). The activity of the endogenous enzyme alanineaminotransferase (ALT) in the CO group was
higher (P = 0.001) in comparison with the other groups. Thus, the inclusion of the probiotic strain Bacillus
cereus and Coumarin in the basic diet of poultry contributes to an increase in their productivity.

Key words: poultry, feeding, productivity, blood, probiotics, Bacillus cereus, Coumarin, enzymes.

BBenenue.

[Ipon3BoacTBO Msica MTHUIBI BHOCHT CYIIECTBEHHBIH BKJIAA B IIPOJOBOJIECTBEHHYIO 0€30IIaCHOCTh
MHOTHX CTPaH MHpPA. 3HAYUTESIBHYIO POJIb B TOM HIPajll paHee KOPMOBEIC aHTHOMOTHKH B CyOTepares-
TUYECKOH JO3UPOBKE, KOTOPHIE MIMPOKO HCIOIH30BAINCH B KAYECTBE CTUMYJISITOPOB POCTA B )KMBOTHO-
BOJICTBE, & TAaKXKe AJIS MOJAEP KaHUS 37]0POBbS U IMOBBIIMICHUS! MPOAYKTUBHOCTH. Ho mporpeccupyiomias
PE3UCTEHTHOCTh K aHTUOMOTHUKAM CTaja IJIaBHOM yrpo3ou mis 3apasooxpanenus (WHO, 2014). [Touck
AJIBTEPHATUBHBIX BEIECTB, 00JIAAAI0MMX ITOX0KUMHU d(PheKTaMu, SBISETCS B HACTOSIIEE BpeMs II100ab-
HOU 3a/aueil Isi MEPOBOTO MTHIIEBOACTBA. B 3T0i CBsI3M OONBIION MHTEPEC BHI3BIBACT HCIIOIH30BAHNE B
KOPMJICHUH TTHII JICKApCTBEHHBIX PACTCHUH, CONEPKAIINX aKTHBHEBIC PACTHTEIBHEIC BEIECTBA, CXOXKIE
o 3¢ dexram ¢ agTubnoTukamu. Hanpumep, nobaska cemsn Phoenix dactylifera (El-Far AH et al., 2016)
rmokaszaja 3HauurenbHble pasnnuusd (P<0,05) mo oTHOCUTEIBLHOI CKOPOCTH pOCTa, KO3DDUIIMEHTY KOHBED-
cun KopMa # 3(hPEKTUBHOCTH HCIIONB30BAHUS YHEPTUH Y IBIIIAT-OpOIIepoB, a TakKe 3HAYCHUSIM aHTH-
OKCHJITAHTHOTO CTaTyca U UMMYHUTETA.

[IpoBomuack oreHka HEHOIBHBIX YKCTPAKTOB U3 YePHUKH (Vaccinium corymbosum) M eKEBHKH
(Rubus fruticosus)) xak albTepHATHBBI CTUMYJIITOPaM pocTa y OpoitnepoB (Salaheen S et al., 2017), or-
MEUYEHO, YTO OHH MOIYJIUPYIOT MUKPOOHOM KHUIIIEYHHKA U TOBBIIIAIOT PHUPOCT MACChI Tea.

Heo0xoauMo OTMETHTB, YTO IKCTPAKTHI CONEPKAT 3HAUYMUTENHFHOE KOIMYECTBO PAa3HOOOPA3HBIX
OWMOIOTHYECCKH aKTUBHBIX BEIIECTB, Vaccinium corymbosum n Rubus fruticosus — KOPUUHYIO KHCIOTY,
KYMapHH, 3JUIArOBYI0 KHUCIIOTY, TAUIOBYIO KUCIIOTY U Ap., Phoenix dactylifera — 4,6-mumernn-3-(4-MeTok-
cubennnn) Kymapun (14,73 %), 4-mermnnuaHamuHoBas kucinotra (11,44 %), 6-ruapokcH-7-MeTOK-
cukyMapuH (8,71 %) u ap. (Kchaou W et al., 2016). ITosToMy HEOOXOAMMOCTh M3YUEHHMS NTaHHBIX BE-
IIECTB B OTNENBHOCTH OYEHb Ba)KHA ISl TIOWCKA ANBTEPHATHBBI aHTHOMOTHKAM, 0COOEHHO MHTEPECEH B
3TOM OTHOIIEHMH KyMmapuH. beumi 3aperucrpupoBansl 0osee 1000 KyMapHHOB M3 CEMSIH, KOPHEH U JIH-
CThECB PACTECHUH, 00JIAAIONINX AaHTUOKCHIAHTHBIMY, TPOTHBOOITYXOJICBBIMHU, TIPOTUBOBOCIATUTEIHBHBIMU
W aHTUMHUKPOOHBIMHU cBoiicTBamu (Nasr T et al., 2014).

[TomuépkuBaeTcst MOTEHIMATBHAS POJIb KyYMapHHOB B KaueCTBE aJbTEPHATHBHBIX TepaleBTHYE-
CKHUX CTpaTeTHii, OCHOBaHHBIX Ha UX CIIOCOOHOCTH OJOKMPOBATh CUTHAIBHBIE CHCTeMbI QS u MHTHOUpO-
BaTh 00pa3oBaHNe OMOIUIEHOK y KIMHUYECKH 3HauMMbIX naroreHoB (Reen F et al., 2018). Cuuraercs, urto
UCIIOJIB30BaHUE KyMapyHa B MUIIEBBIX MPOIYKTaX HE MpeACTaBisieT onacHocTh s yenoBeka (Lee JH et
al., 2014). Ormeuaercs, 4T0O KyMapHH — HOBOE CEIIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHOE aHTHOAKTEpUAIBLHOE BEIIECTBO
npotuB Ralstonia solanacearum (Chen J et al., 2016). B To xe BpeMs HOBbIE IPOU3BOJIHBIC KyMapHHA
(xopa Zanthoxylum vicennae) moryT no-pazHomy nposBisaTh cBo€ neiicteue (Chen JJ et al., 2015). He
MEHEEe WHTEPECHBIM IPEACTABIACTCS H3YUYCHHE IOMOJHHUTEIBHBIX 3((EKTOB KyMapHHa BO B3aMMOJCH-
CTBUH C JPYTUMH OHMOJIOTUYECKH aKTHBHBIMHU BemlecTBaMu. OTMEUEHO HANMYNE MEXAaHU3MOB CHHEPTHH
Radix Angelicae, conepxaniero KyMapuHbl ¥ TUTycTpasuHa npu jiedennn murpenu (Feng S et al., 2018).

Ha nam B3risia, He MeHee Ba)XXHO M3YYEHHE BO3MOXKHBIX CHHEpreTudeckux 3¢ ¢HeKkToB ¢ mpooduo-
THYECKUMU BEIIeCTBAMH, U3BECTHO, UTO Bacillus spp. aktuBHbl ipotuB Clostridium perfringens, Staphy-
lococcus aureus n Listeria monocytogenes y ntunpl (Barbosa TM et al., 2005) u yenoseka (Jezewska-
Frackowiak J et al., 2018), monmoxxurensHO BiustoT Ha mpupocT ntuis! (Gadde U et al., 2017).

Ieap ucciaexoBaHmsl.

N3y4uTh OTAETBHO W COBMECTHO ISHCTBUS MPOOHMOTHYECKOTO BelecTBa Bacillus cereus n paHee
BBIJICJIEHHOTO M3 dKCTPaKTa Kopsl ayba BerrectBa KymMapuH Ha IpOAYKTHBHOCTD ITHIBI, OHOXHMHYCCKHUE
3HAYCHHST KPOBH.
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MarepuaJjbl 1 METOABI HCCJIET0OBAHMS.

O0bekT uccjaenoBanns. OIHOIHEBHBIC MBITUIATA-OpONIEpbl Kpocca ApOop AHNpeKc, BhIpaIeH-
HBbIE 10 Bo3pacTta 42 JHsl.

O6cyxuBaHNE KUBOTHBIX M SKCIEPHMEHTAIbHBIE MCCIEIOBAaHNS OBUTH BBIIOJIHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBHM C MHCTPYKIMAMH M pekoMeHAanusamu Russian Regulations, 1987 (Order No. 755 on 12.08.1977 the
USSR Ministry of Health) u «The Guide for Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (National Academy
Press Washington, D.C. 1996)». [1pu BEIIOJIHEHHH HCCIICOBAHUI OBLTH TIPEANPUHITHE MEDBI, YTOOBI CBE-
CTH K MUHUMYMY CTPaJaHUs )KUBOTHBIX M YMEHBIIIEHHUS KOJIHNYECTBA UCCIIEyEMBIX OIBITHBIX 00pa3IioB.

Cxema KcriepuMenTa. JKcriepuMeHT ObuT mpoBeéH Ha 6aze BuBapust @HL BCT PAH Ha 200 npius-
Tax-Opoiinepax, pa3esi€HHBIX Ha 4 SKCIIepUMEHTAIbHBIE Ipynibl 10 50 rojoB B Kaxod (5 MOBTOPEHU
no 10 ocobeii B kax0i). bpoiiseps! BIpalIuBaIiCh B IPYIIOBBIX KJIETKaX, B IOMEIIEHUH C KOHTPOJIH-
PYEMBIMH TEMIIEpaTypoOil U BIaXKHOCTBIO, CO CBOOOJHBIM JOCTYIIOM K KOpMY U Boje. B panee nposenéH-
HBIX HAMU UCCIICJIOBaHMIX KyMapiH ObLI BBIJICNICH U3 dKcTpakTa Kopsl Ayoa (Muauarosa K.C. u gp., 2019).

Bo Bpems kaxmoro u3 3 ¢ga3 kopMmiieHUs y NTUI] ObUTH PallMOHBI, IpeIcTaBIeHHbIC B TabmuIe 1.

Ta6uuna 1. CocTaB u cofep:kaHNe MUTATEJbHBIX BEIIECTB B OCHOBHBIX JHETAX
Table 1. Ingredients and nutrient level of basal diets

Craprep IIpousBoauTesn dunHuUIIEp
(1-21 nenn) / (21-35 aueit) / (3542 nus) /
HNurpeauenTHsblii coctas, % / Starter Grower Finisher
Ingredient composition, % (1-21 days) (21-35 days) (35—42 days)
KOHTPOJIb, I, I, | koHTpOJB, I, IL, Il KOHTpOJS, I, I1, I1I
I/ Control, LILIIl | |/ Control, I, I1, II1| | Control, I, II, IT1
TTenuna / Wheat 47,0 44,5 42.0
Sumens / Barley 2,6 1,45 0,3
Kykypysa / Corn 7,5 14,75 22,0
Coesplit mpoT (46 % Oenxa) / 25,0 20,0 15,0
Soybean meal (46 % protein)
[oncomueunsrit mpot (38 % Oenka) / 7,0 8,5 10,0
Sunflower meal (38 % protein)
IToaconneunoe macio / Sunflower oil 5,0 5,0 5,0
Jukanbiws docdar / Di-calcium phosphate 1,6 1,5 1,4
Men kopMmoBoii / Mel stern 0,9 1,2 1,5
W3BectHsk / Limestone 0,5 0,4 0,3
Coin / Salt 0,36 0,28 0,2
DL-metnonun / DL-Methionine 0,18 0,17 0,16
L-mu3uH / L-Lysine 0,35 0,26 0,17
ButamMuHHO-MUHEPATLHBIA TPEMHKC / 2,0 2,0 2,0
Vitamin-mineral premixa®
PacuérHble mUTaTENLHEIE BEIIECTBA /
Calculated nutrients
Merabonudeckass 3Heprus (kkam r-1) /
Metabolizable energy (kkal g') 296,0 299,0 302,0
Cripoii ipotenn / Crude protein 22,0 20,3 18,7
MetnonunH+ucrens/ Methionin—+cysteine 0,87 0,83 0,79
JIuzuu / Lysine 1,35 1,15 0,96
Kaneunii / Calcium 0,95 0,98 1,01
Hoctynnsiii hochop / Available phosphorus 0,54 0,51 0,48

[Mpumeuanue: * ha kunoepamm duemot npedocmasgisemcs cieoyrowee: eumamun A — 7000 ME; sumamun
D; — 800,0 ME; eumamun E — 9 ME; eumamun Kz — 1,1 me; muamun — 0,7 me; pubograsun — 3,0 me; 6u-
mamur Bs — 1 me; eumamun B, — 0,01 me; eumamun C — 50 me; Mn — 23 me; Fe — 17 me; Zn — 11 me; Cu
—25me; I— 0,4 me; Se— 0,2 me

“Supplied following per kilogram of diet: vitamin A — 7,000 1U — vitamin D3 — 800,0 1U, vitamin E — 9 1U;
vitamin Kz — 1,1 mg; thiamine — 0,7 mg; riboflavin — 3,0 mg; vitamin Bs — 1 mg; vitamin B> — 0,01 mg;
vitamin C— 50 mg;, Mn — 23 mg, Fe— 17 mg, Zn— 11 mg, Cu— 2,5 mg, [ — 0,4 mg; Se— 0,2 mg
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KonTponbsHas rpymma nomydana ocHoBHoW pamuoH (OP), I onweitHas — OP+Bacillus cereus (BC)
(mo3a 12,610 MuxpoOHbIX Ten/kr kopma/cyt), 11 ombitHas — OP+Kymapun (CO) (mo3a 2 Mr/kr kop-
ma/cyt), Il onsrrras — OP+BC+CO.

B skcnieprmenTe nCnonb30Baich cieayronye Bemectsa: Bacillus cereus 1P 5832 (ATCC 14893)
(Laboratoires AVENTIS, ®panmws)

Kymapun — ITUPAC: 7-runpokcukymapus, MojiekyssipHas ¢popmyina — CoHeOs, MonsipHas macca —
162,144 r/monb; CAS: 93-35-6, 1391-97-5.

B xon1Ie KaXkaoro mepuoaa ObUTa MPOBEACHA OIICHKA Beca Teaa OpoiiiepoB, B KOHIIE SKCIIEPUMEH-
Ta — MOTpeOJIeHNEe KOPMa M CMEPTHOCTb.

[Ipupoct macce Tena, cyrouyHoe oTpedieHne kopma, koadduueHT npeodpasoBanus Kopma ObI-
JM PacCUMTAHBI ISl KaX 0¥ rpymnmbl. [1o OKOHUaHHH 3KCIIEPUMEHTa B Bo3pacTe 42 mHS ObUIM OTOOPaHEI
10 nTHw, co cpeaHelt Maccoil Tena, y HUX MPHKU3HEHHO B3SIThI 00paslibl KPOBU U3 BEHBI KPbLIa, M ITUIIBI
Ob1TH yOuThl. OT Kaxa0i TyIIn ObUTH B3SATHI OOPa3Ilbl MEUYEHOUYHON U MBIIICYHON TKaHe# rpyaHol u Oen-
peHHOM MbI B KonryecTse S0 r Kax/as, MOMEIIEHbI B CTEPUIIbHBIN KOHTeHHep U Aajee B xoiox (-20 °C).

OO0opynoBanue M TeXHHYeCKHe cpeAcTBa. OTAEIbHBIC UCCIIEIOBAHMUS BBHIIOIHIIUCH C UCTIONb-
30BaHHEM MaTepHalIbHO-TeXHUYeCKOl 0a3bl LleHTpa koutekTrBHOTO monb3oBanus ®I'BHY ®HIL bCT
PAH. Conepxanue remornoouna (Hb), rematokput (Ht), konmudectBo sputpouutoB (RBC) u neiikonutos
(WBC) B kpoBu ompenensuin B remaronorudeckom anaiguzatope URIT-2900 Vet Plus («URIT Medical
Electronic Group Co»., Ltd, China).

Jnaronoctnyeckue HaOopswl, paspadoranubie JnakoH-J[C (Poccus) m Ransod ot Randox, wuc-
MOJIB30BAIIUCH IS OMpPEIeNCHHsI COACpKAaHUS CISAYIOMHX OMOXMMUYECKHX IOKa3aTeleil B oOpasmax
TUTa3MBI KPOBU: TIIOK03a, OOIINi OenoK, anb0yMHH, MOYeBast KHCIOTa, MOYCBHHA, OWINPYOUH, KpeaTu-
HUH, 00N XOMECTEPHH U €ro (PPaKIUH, TO €CTh XOJISCTEPHH BBHICOKOH INIOTHOCTH W TPHAIMITIIAIEPO-
JBI; AEATeNbHOCTE (pepMeHTHI mmenodHas Qocdarasza, agaHMHAMHHOTpaHC(pepasa, acmapTaTaMHHOTPAHC-
¢epasza u naKkTaTAEruApOreHasa; cojepxkanue gocdopa, Kanbuus U MarHus. Mcnonap3oBanics aHamu3aTop
onoxumudeckuit apromatuueckuit CS-T240 (DIRUI Industrial Co, Ltd, China).

Cratucrnyeckas o0padorka. UucneHHble JaHHBIE OBUTH 00pa0bOTaHBI C TIOMOIIBIO OJTHOCTOPOH-
Hero aucriepcuoHHoro ananusa (ANOVA), u pe3ynbTarhl NpeAcTaBlIeHbl B BUJE CPEAHUX 3HAYCHUH )i
TPYII U CTaHAapTHOHN ommoOku cpeanero («StatSoft Inc.», CILIA). JlocToBepHBIMU CUMTANIN 3HAYSHUS TIPH
P<0,05 B cpaBHEHHH C KOHTPOJIEM.

Pe3yabTaThl Hcciie10BaHUIA.

Bximtouenue B coctaB pannona CO, a takxe CO ¢ BC cnoco0cTBoBayIO yBEIHYEHUIO )KUBOH Mac-
CBI OpOiiIepoB, 0COOCHHO 3TO 3aMeTHO ¢ 28 mo 42 nenp skcnepumenta (CO — 15,2-20,8 %; P=0,09;
CO+BC - 15,6-12,8 %; P=0,06) (Tabm. 2).

Tabmuna 2. I¢ext npumenenns Bacillus cereus n Kymapun Ha NpOAYKTHBHOCTH HBIIIAT OpoiiiepoB
Table 2. Effect of Bacillus cereus and Coumarin application on broiler chick productivity

KuBas macca, kr / Live weight, kg Ko>dpunu-
€HT KOHBep- | YpoBeHb
7 CHM KOpMa | CMEpPTHO-
I'pynnsi / Groups / 21 pens/ | 28pemn/ | 35nemn/ | 2pens/ | 1-42 nenn/ ctu, % /
x;e;n, 21 day | 28day | 35day | 42 day | Feed conver- | Mortality
ay ; )
sion rate 1- rate, %
42 day

Kontpons/ Control 0,214 0,707 1,215 1,768 2,388 1,65 2

Bacillus cereus 0,217 0,741 1,297 1,896 2,605 1,58 1

Kymapun/Coumarin 0,219 0,783 1,400* 2,139* 2,886% 1,49 0

Bacillus cereus+ Kyma-
pun / Bacillus cere-

us+Coumarin 0,219 0,786 1,371 2,044>  2,694° 1,59 0
CranmapTtHass  OmMOKa
cpennero / Standard
error of the mean 0,03 0,07 0,06 0,09 0,31 0,14 -
P-xpurepwii/ P- test 0,77 0,69 0,09 0,05 0,06 0,06 -
Ipumeuanue: a<0,05, b<0,01 B cpaBaenuu ¢ korTponem/Note: a<0.05, b<0.01 in comparison with control
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OtmMmeuaercss Oojiee HU3KHMU pacxoj] KopMa Ha 1 KI IpUpoOCTa XKUBOW Macchl y KUBOTHBIX CO
(P=0,06), Ha hoHEe OTCYTCTBUS MaieXka NTUIIBI B TEYSHNE BCETO MIEPHOIa IKCIIEPUMEHTA.

OtnenpHoe ucnons3oBanne BC B pannoHe OpoiepoB NPHBEIO K CHIDKEHHIO JICHKOIIUTOB
(P=0,053) B cpaBHEHHMH C OCTAJIBHBIMH TpyHIIaMH Ha (hoHE OoJiee BBHICOKMX 3HAYEHHH TI'PaHyJIONUTOB
(P=0,001) u rematoxpura (P=0,002) (Tad:x1. 3).

Tabnuua 3. Mopdosaoruyeckue nokasarejau Kpopu OpoiiiepoB Npy UCNOJIbL30BAHNN B PALIMOHAX
Bacillus cereus u Kymapun
Table 3. Morphological parameters of broiler blood when used in rations Bacillus cereus and Coumarin

Bacillus
CranpaprHast
cereus+ OIIINOKA cpen- P-
Ioka3arenn / Kountpoas | Bacillus | Kymapun / | Kymapuu / P N
. h Hero / Standard | xpurepuii
Index [ Control cereus Coumarin Bacillus
error of the | P- test
cereus+
. mean
Coumarin

Jletixorwrsy, 10°m/1/
Leukocytes, 10° kl/I 59,17 47,90° 59,67 55,27 1,99 0,053
Jnmdormrer, 10°k1/1
/ Lymphocytes. 10° ki/l 56,63 51,73 54,40 52,20 1,93 0,131
Mouormrsy, 10°xm/1/
Monocytes, 10 kil 8,30 8,50 7,30 7,80 0,5 0,110
Ipanymnorrsy, 10°k/1
| Granulocytes, 10° ki/l 35,07 45,43 " 38,57 45,87% 5,44 <0,001
Dpurpormsl, 102k
| Erythrocytes, 107 kil 3,97 3,89 3,51 3,59 0,11 0,142
I'emorno6wus, /i1 /
Hemoglobin, g/l 99,67 113,67 113,0 116,0? 12,6 0,067
I'ematoxput, % /
Hematocrit, % 18,23 21,03° 20,07 21,10 1,43 0,002
TpombormsL, 10°k1/1
| Platelets, 10 ki/l 101,67 102,33 109,3 116,0 5,90 0,101

[pumeuanne: a<0,05, b<0,01 B cpaBHEHNHU C KOHTPOJIEM
Note: a<0.05, b<0.01 in comparison with control

Tak ke KaK 1 COBMECTHOE CKapmiiuBaHue Bacillus cereus n KymapuHa crmocoOCTBOBAJIO yBelHYe-
HUIO0 KonudecTBa rpanynonutos (P=0,001), remornoouna (P=0,067) u remarokputa (P=0,002).

Brmoueane CO B pannoH CHHU3WIO 3HAYEHHE TIIIOKO3BI B CHIBOPOTKE KpOBU Opoiiiepos
(P=0,021), a Taxxe mokazaTenu JUMHIHOTO oOMeHa — xonectepuna (P=0,035), yBenuuunock coaepxanue
tpurmunepunoB (P=0,009) (ananormuno y BC), mpoaykra 3HepreTH4ecKoro oOMeHa — KpeaTHHHHA
(P=0,058), 6enxoBoro oomMeHa — MmoueBoit kuciotel (P=0,079), a Taxxke xenesa (P=0,003) (Tabm. 4).

CosmectHoe ncnonpzoanue BC u CO cHusmio iums 3HaueHus omnmnpyouna (P=0,048) na gone
VBEJIMYCHUS MOYCBOH KUCIOTHI U MUHEpanbHBIX BemiecTs (Fe, P).

AKTHUBHOCTH 3HJIOTEHHOTO (pepMEHTa alaHMHaMHUHOTpaHchepassl B Tpymme CO Oblna Gosee BbI-
cokoif (P=0,001) B cpaBHEeHHNH C OCTAIEHBIMH TpyIHaMu (TadI. 5).
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Tabnuua 4. BuoxumMuyeckue NoKa3aTeJ KpoBM 0poiiiepoB MpH MCIOJIb30BAHMHI B PALIMOHAX
Bacillus cereus u Kymapun
Table 4. Biochemical parameters of broiler blood when used in rations of Bacillus cereus and Coumarin

Baci Cran-
acillus
K Kyma- cereus+ AapTHas P-
oH- Bacill, un/ | Kymapun ommbKka KpHUTe-
Tloxa3areasn / Index TPOJb / aciitus | p ymap cpeanero / Pyt
|Y pen
Control cereus Cou.- / Bacillus Standard puii/
marin cereus + error of P- test
Coumarin
the mean

I'mroxo3a, mmoaw/it / Glucose,
mmol/l 13,94 13,19 9,19° 13,97 1,24 0,021
OOmmii 6enoxk, r/n / Total
protein, g/l 38,00 37,05 36,34 37,69 1,17 0,235
Anp0ymuH, /11 / Albumin, g/l 12,67 11,67 11,33 12,0 0,90 0,324
bunnpy0ouH, MKkMob/i /
Bilirubin, mmol/l 0,36 0,34 0,30 0,292 0,03 0,048
XonecTeprH, MMOJIB/JT /
Cholesterol, mmol/l 3,22 2,96 2,88° 3,75 0,27 0,035
TpuanuarIuIepuH, MMOJIb/J /
Triacylglycerols, mmol/l 0,21 0,672 0,66 * 0,34 0,21 0,009
Kpeatnnun, MKMOJTB/TT /
Creatinine, mmol/l 111,43 121,90 124.23% 119,57 8,69 0,058
MoueBrHa, MMOJIBL/T /
Urea, mmol/l 3,27 3,20 3,13 3,23 0,09 0,103
MoueBast KHCIIOTa, MKMOILJ1/
Uric acid, mmol/l 188,7 214,0 387,6° 249,7* 19,18 0,079
Keneso, mxmons/n / fron, mmol/l 16,8 15,53 19,53 19,072 1,79 0,003
®dochop, Mmmonb/nt / Phospho-
rus, mmol/l 2,05 2,92 2,98 3,75° 0,52 0,002

[pumedanne: a<0,05, b<0,01 B cpaBHEHHH ¢ KOHTPOJIEM
Note: a<0.05, b<0.01 in comparison with control

Tabmuna 5. AKTUBHOCTH epPMEHTOB CHIBOPOTKH KPOBH OpOiiJiepoB NMPH UCIOJIb30BAHUT
B pauuoHnax Bacillus cereus v Kymapun
Table 5. Activity of broiler blood serum enzymes when used in rations of Bacillus cereus and Coumarin

Bacillus Cranpapr-
Kon- Kyma- cereus+ Hasl ouo- P-
n / Ind / Bacillus puH / KyMapuH / | Ka cpelHe- i/
oxkazareJib / Index TPOJb ; KpUTepuii

Control cereus Cou.ma- Bacillus ro / Stand- P- tost

rin cereus + ard error of

Coumarin the mean

AJIT, En/n / ALT, U/l 12,23 18,0 25,1¢ 18,13 2,81 0,001
ACT, En/n / AST, U/ 88,80 27,70 b 42,60 ° 28,172 16,71 <0,001
ITT, En/n/ GGT, U1 83,30 90,37 66,60 ° 69,87 ° 8,44 0,035

DepMEeHTHI 1IETOYHON
dbocdarassl, En/n /
Enzymes alkaline
phosphatase, U/l 243,67 194,93 ° 196,87 241,20 11,90 0,081

[pumeuanne: a<0,05, b<0,01 B cpaBHEHNHU C KOHTPOJIEM
Note: a<0.05, b<0.01 in comparison with control
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AkTHUBHOCTH acnapraraMuHoTpaHchepasbl (ACT) Bo BceX ONMBITHBIX IpyIax 3HAYUTEIHHO CHHU-
3miack (<0,001), Tak e kak 1 raMmma-rirytamunTpancnentuaasa (I'T'T) B rpynmax ¢ CO (P=0,035).

O0cy:k1eHue MOJIyYeHHBIX Pe3yJbTaTOB.

B nanHOM uccienoBanun BKitoueHue B coctaB paruona BC, CO, a takxke CO+BC cnoco0cTBo-
BAJIO YBEJIMYEHHIO )KUBOH Macchl OpoiinepoB, oTMedancs 0ojee HU3KUM pacxo] KopMma Ha 1 Kr mpupocra
JKUBOW MacChl Y )KUBOTHBIX Ha (pOHE OTCYTCTBHUS MaJieKa MTHIII B TEUCHUE BCETO MEPHO/Ia DKCIICPUMEHTA.
Kakux-nmu6o cBesieHUH B TOCTYIHOM IUTepaTtype 00 ucnonp3oBaHuu KymapuHa y nTuiibl He 0OHapyKeHo,
HO HaIlIM pe3yJbTaThl KOCBEHHO MoATBepxkAaroT uccnenoBanusi El-Far AH ¢ komeramu (2016), koTopsie
UCTIONB30BaIH 00aBKy ceMsH Phoenix dactylifera, comepxaimryio B cBoeM coctaBe Ooiee 25 % mpowus-
BonHbIXx Kymapuha, a takke Gong L ¢ coaBropamu (2018), HCIOMB30BaBIIMX B palioHaX OpOMIEpPOB
npoduoTuk Bacillus cereus.

BeposTHO, MoI0XKUTENbHOE BIUSHUE HA pOCT Opoitiepo, koTopsix kopmmwm CO u BC+CO, mo-
XKeT OBITh CBA3aHO C paHee OOHApYXEHHBIMH aHTUMHKpPOOHbIMK cBoiictBammu BC (Barbosa TM et al.,
2005) n ananorununsiMu cBoiictBamu CO (Reen FJ et al., 2018), ocHOBaHHBIMH Ha MX CIIOCOOHOCTH 0J10-
KUpOBaTh CUTHAIIbHBIE cUCTeMbI QS 1 MHrHOUpPOBaTh 00pa3oBaHKe OMOTUIEHOK Yy KIIMHUYECKH 3HAYUMBIX
MaTOreHoOB. bri1o 00HapykeHO, 9TO KyMapHH B KOHIIEHTparuu 50 MKIr/MJI HHTHOMpYeT 00pa3oBaHue Ono-
wiéHku E. coli 6onee uwem Ha 80 %, He Biwsist Ha poct O6akrepumii (Lee JH et al., 2014).

3TO B CBOIO OYepelb CIIOCOOCTBYET aKTHBH3AILMH ITOJIE3HON MUKPO(IIOpEI, O0Jiee TTOTHOLEHHOMY
pacuIeTuIeHHIO U YCBOSHHIO BEIIECTB M yBelMdeHHo poaykriuBHocTy ntunbl (Clavijo V and Florez MIV,
2018).

Hcnonr3oBanne OHOIOTHYECKA aKTUBHBIX BEIECTB, M3BICUEHHBIX M3 PACTHTENBHBIX MPOIYKTOB
(aHaJOT TaJUTOBOM KHCIIOTHI, (PEHONIEHBIE COSAMHEHHNS, BKIIIOYAsi KyMapyH) B TeYeHHEe 6 HeJeb TO3BOIMIO
HaOpate Ha 9,5 % Oombiie Maccel Tela, a MUKPOOMOM MLBIUIAT HUMeN 0ojee BBHICOKOE OTHOILIEHHE
Firmicutes x Bacteroidetes (Salaheen S et al., 2016; Salaheen S et al., 2017).

Taxke yTBep)KHaeTcs, 9YTO CTUMYIUPYIOMNE POCT 3PPEKTH MPOOHMOTHKOB Y TOMAITHEH MTHIIHI
CBSI3aHBI C YMCHBIIICHUEM KOJHYECTBA U Pa3HOOOpa3us eCTECTBEHHOW MHUKPOOUOTHI, YTO MO3BOJISCT yBe-
JIMYUTH UCIIOJIb30BAaHKE MMUTATEIBHBIX BEUIECTB KUIICUHBIMU SIUTEINAIBHBIMY KIETKAMHU X035UHA U CHH-
3UTh BO3JICHCTBHE BPEIHBIX MUKpOOHBIX MeTabomuToB (Gadde U et al., 2017).

B gactHOCTH, paHee OBLTO YCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT IITamMMa B. cereus oblamaeT cro-
COOHOCTBIO PACTH B BUJIC MOTPY>KEHHBIX U TUIABAIOIINX OUOIIIEHOK U CEKPETUPOBATh B OHOIIEHKE MU~
POKHIi CIIEKTpP METa0OIUTOB, TOBEPXHOCTHO-aKTUBHBIX BEIIECTB, OAKTEPUOIMHOB, (PepMEHTOB U TOKCH-
HOB — BCE COCIMHECHHS, YyBCTBUTEIBHBIC K JCUCTBUIO HA caMy OMOIUIEHKY W/WIK Ha € OKPY)KaIOIIYIO
cpeny (Majed R et al., 2016).

B Hacrosimem skcnepuMenTe cuHepreruueckoe neiictsiue CO+BC Obuto MeHee BBIpakeHO B OT-
HOIIIEHWHW POCTA MTHUIIBI, B OTIIMYUE OT OTAeNbHOTO go0aBnenus CO B paliioH OponsepoB.

B skxcnepumMenTe oTaensHOe Mcnoiab3oBanue BC B panmone OpoisiepoB TakKe MPUBETO K CHUXe-
HUIO JICUKOIIUTOB B CPAaBHEHHUHU C OCTATHHBIMH TPYIIIaMy Ha (OHE 0ojiee BRICOKUX 3HAYCHUH TpaHyIoIH-
TOB M TeMaToKpHuTa. Ha Ham B3ryisi, n3MEeHeHHE MOoKa3aTelieli KPOBH MOXKET 3aBUCETh OT JIO3UPOBKU TIPO-
OMOTHYECKOTO BelllecTBa. Tak, M3BECTHO, uTO 103UpoBKa Bacillus licheniformis n Bacillus subtilis 1x10 *KOE 1!
CHOCOOCTBYET YBEITHUCHHIO KOJUIECTBA IPUTPOILUTOB, JEHKOIIUTOB U TEMOTJIO0NHA Ha (POHE CHIDKCHHUS
acriapraTaMHHOTpaHc(epassl, alaHnHaMUHOTpaHchepasbl, (PepMEHTOB IIENOYHON GocdaTasbl y ONBITHON
pei0BI (Adorian TJ et al., 2019), B To e BpeMs B ApyroM UCCICIOBaHUH C puMeHeHueM Bacillus clausii
3HaueHust WBC Bapbupyrotcs Ha QoHe TeHIeHIH yBenmdyeHust rematokputa (Lakshmi SG et al., 2017).

B To e Bpems oTMedyaeM, UTO MOMyYCHHBIC NAaHHEBIC COTIIACYIOTCSA C paHee MPOBEAEHHBIMHU JKC-
NeprUMEHTaMH Ha IBIUIATaX-Opoiiepax, ¢ jo0aBlieHHEM NMPOOMOTHYECKOrO Ipernapara B COUYETaHHH C
BUTAMHHAMU U MuHepaiamu (Bacillus cereus, Bacillus licheniformis, Bacillus megaterium v Ap.), AMeIH
menbiee (P<0,05) xoauuecTBO JIEHKOIMTOB U 303MHO(HIOB [0 CPABHEHHUIO C LBIIUIATAMU 0e3 100aBOK.
Tak e Kak W B HaIlleM JKCIIEPUMEHTEe OOHApY>KEHBI TCHICHIINY, YTO MHUINEBHIC MTOOABKU MPHBOIMIN K
oonee Huskomy (p=0,07) konmuectBy JImmponutos (Sugiharto S et al., 2018).
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ComectHoe ckapmiranue CO+BC yBenuuuiio 3HaueHus: FPaHyJIONUTOB, TeMOTIIOOMHA U remMa-
TOKPHTA, YTO, BEPOSTHO, CBSI3aHO C MPOSABICHHUEM CBOWCTB, IIPEXKIE BCETO, MPOOHOTHKA. DTO 0OBIICHAETCS
TEM, YTO paHee NMPH M3YYEeHHH WHTUOMPYIOIIETo eHCTBUS YMOCUITHIIPEeHHHA (KyMaprHa) HA MOHOHYKJIe-
apHbIe KJIETKH Neprdepryeckoil KpOBU KaK YeJIOBEYECKOT0, TAaK M MBIIIMHOTO TIPOUCXOXKIEHHS, BBISIBIICHA
CUJIbHAsI YCTOWYMBOCTh K u3yudeHHbIM KoHIeHTpanusMm (IC 50 ¢ B amamasone ot 713,5+499,1 no
6651+£3670,7 mxr/m) (Rashidi M et al., 2016).

Bximtouenne CO B paliioH CHU3WIIO 3HaY€HHE TIIIOKO3BI B CHIBOPOTKE KPOBU OpOMIIEpOB, a Takxke
XOJIECTepUHA, YBEIMYMIOCH COAEP)KaHUE TPUTIHIEepHIoB (aHanornyHo — y BC), kpeaTuHHHA, MOUEBOM
KHUCIIOTHI, a Takxke xkene3a. CHUXEHHE 3HAYCHHs TIIOKO3bl MpHu BkitoueHnn CO B palmoH Opoiinepos,
BEPOSITHO, CBSI3aHO C TeM, 4TO B HacTosmee BpeMst CO paccMaTpUBaIOTCs KaK MOTEHIUAIBHEIE IIPOTHBO-
nuabernaeckue cpenacrsa (Li H et al., 2017). Cpean mpou3BOAHBIX KyMaprHa ObIUIH UIEHTH(UINPOBAHBI
HOBBIE JIBOMHbIE HHTHOUTOPHI O-TTTIOKO3Ua3bl U 0-aMIJIA3bl, HEKOTOPbIE COCTUHEHUS IPOSIBIIINA CHIIBHYIO
aKTHBHOCTh, CTHMYJIUPYIONIYI0 noTpedaeHue riaroko3bl (Sun H et al., 2018). Kpome Ttoro, oOHapyKeHbI
KyMapHHBI, CHIDKAIOINe copepkanne junuaoB B opranmsme (Tejada S et al., 2017) n unrnOupyronie
nornomenue ypata (Osthol) (Tashiro Y et al., 2018) dro, BeposSTHO, CITOCOOCTBOBAIO CHIKEHUIO JIUIH-
JIOB U YBEJIIMYCHUIO MOUEBOM KHCIIOTH U KpeaTnHuHa B rpynmne CO. HenaBHo moaTBepaniack poib KyMa-
PUHOB B MOOWJIM3AIIMH XKeJe3a IMMyTEM ero BOCCTAHOBJICHUS W XenatupoBaHus y pactenuid (Tsai HH and
Schmidt W, 2017), aHamorn4HbIi MEXaHH3M MOT IIPOSIBUTHCS U B OpraHU3Me OpOIIIEpOB B HAIlleM ClTydae.

B rpynne BC+CO 0b110 OTMEYEHO CHIDKEHHE 3Ha4eHUH OMiIMpyOvHa Ha (pOHE YBENIWYEeHHsS MO-
4eBOIl KHCIIOTHI M MUHepalbHbIX BenlecTB (Fe, P). MexaHn3M cHWXeHHs OMIMpyOHHA MOXKET OBITh CBSI3aH
¢ oOHapyxeHHeM OWIHpyOMHOKCHIA3HOW aKTHBHOCTH y mTaMMoB Bacillus (Sakasegawa S et al., 2006),
YTO MOTJIO OTPA3UTHCSA Ha €ro COAEPIKAaHWU B CHIBOPOTKE KpOBH OpoinepoB. UTo kacaeTcss BO3MOXKHBIX
MEXaHHW3MOB YBEJIIMYEHHUS MOUEBON KHUCIIOTHI 1 MUHEPAJIbHBIX BEIIECTB, TO OHH MOTJIN OBITh aHAIOTHYHBI
BoimeonucandpM (rpynmna CO). I[lomyueHHBbIE pe3yibTaThl B HAIllleM HCCIEAOBAHUU COTJIACYIOTCS C HC-
cnenoBanusimMu Gong L ¢ coaBTopamu (2018), riae BBenenne npoduoTudeckoro mramma Bacillus cereus
3aMETHO CHHYKAJI0 YPOBHH OOIIET0 XOJIECTepHHA U TPUIIIUIEPHUIOB Y OpOHIEpOB.

AXTHBHOCTB 3HAOTEHHOTO (pepMeHTa amaHnHaMuHOTpaHchepassl B rpynmne CO Obuta Gojee BbI-
COKOH B CPaBHEHUU C OCTAJBHBIMH TPYIIAMU. DTy PEaKLUI0 MOKHO OOBSICHUTH TEM, YTO KyMapuH SIBJIS-
€TCsl TOKCHYHBIM BEIIECTBOM, B TO K€ BpeMs OE30MIaCHOCTh €ro MCIIOJIb30BaHM C MU OblLTa moaTBep-
xneHa HekotopeiMu yuéHeiMu (Lee JH et al., 2014). Kymapun nve sBusercs JJHK-peakTnBHBIM 1 HHIYK-
IIUSI OIyXOJIeH B BBICOKHX JI03aX Y KPBIC OOBACHAETCS IUTOTOKCHYHOCTBIO U PETreHEepaTHBHOM TUIlepInia-
3Hel, I0Ka3aHo, YTO BUAOCHenH(pUIecKast TOKCHYHOCTD IS IIEYEeHHU CBsi3aHa ¢ (papMaKOKMHETUKON MeTa-
oomusma kymapuna (Felter SP et al., 2006).

AKTHBHOCTP acmapraTaMHHOTpaHc(epassl BO BCEX OMBITHBIX TPYIIax 3HAYUTEIHHO CHU3WIACK,
TaK ’ke KaKk M raMMa TiyTaMuiTpaHcrentraasa B rpynmnax ¢ CO. BeposTHo, 3To CBsI3aHO C renaTo3aliuT-
HBIMH CBOHCTBaMH, KOTOPBIMH 00JIAAIOT KyMapuHbI U IPOOUOTUKH Bacillus, 3T0 TOATBEPIUIA B CBOMX
uccinenoBanusax Tian D et al., (2019), Adorian TJ et al., (2019) u Abudabos AM et al., (2019).

BriBoabI.

OTaenbHOE HMCTOJIB30BAaHUE MPOOMOTUYECKOTO InTamMma Bacillus cereus B panuoHe OpoitnepoB
MIPUBOJIUT K CHIKCHHUIO JICHKOIIUTOB B CPaBHEHUH C OCTANLHBIMHU TPYyIIIaMU Ha ()OHE YBEIMICHUS 3HAUE-
HUI TPaHyJIOIUTOB W TeMATOKpPHUTa. AKTUBHOCTH SHAOTCHHOTO (pepMEHTa allaHMHAMUHOTPaHC(hEpas3sl B
rpyImIe, MojyJaBInell KyMapuH, Oblia 0oJiee BEICOKOW B CPABHEHHHU C OCTAIBHBIMY rpyrnamu. Takum 00-
pa3oM, BKIIIOYCHHE B OCHOBHOI paIlioH NTHUIBI IPOOHOTHYECKOTO ITaMMa Bacillus cereus m KymMapuHa
CHOCOOCTBYET YIIYUIICHHIO FeMaTOIOTHIESCKUX MTOKA3aTECH U MOBBIMIEHHUIO UX MPOAYKTUBHOCTH.

HccaenoBannsi BbINOJIHEHBbI NMPH (pUHAHCOBOI moanep:kke Poccuiickoro Hayynoro ¢gonga
(mpoext 16-16-10048)
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