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Annomayusn. CoBpeMEHHbBIC UCCIICIOBAHMS HAIPABICHH HA MOWCK HOBBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB ITHUTA-
HUS, CIIOCOOHBIX YIIyUIINTh HPUPOCT Oe3 Bpena ans opranmsma. [Ipodnornueckue npenapaTs! SBISIOTCS
pacrpocTpaH€HHBIMU JOOaBKaMH B NTHIIEBOJICTBE. X B KOPMJIEHUH HTHUI] UCTIOJIB3YIOT JUIS TIOBBILICHHS
pocTa U MpOAYyKTHUBHOCTH. B paboTe mpencTaBieHbl pe3ynbTaThl SKCIIEPUMEHTAIFHOTO HCCIEIOBAHUS 110
OIIEHKE BIMSIHUS Ha OPTaHU3M IBILIAT-OpoinepoB kpocca Arbor Acres ITByXKOMIIOHEHTHOTO MTPOOHOTHKA
Ha OCHOBe mTaMMoB Lactobacillus acidophilus (1x10° KOE) u Bifidobacterium adolescentis (1x108 KOE)
IPY UCTIOJIb30BaHUH Pa3JIMYHBIX JTIO3MPOBOK: JUIk | ombITHOW — 2 T/Kr KopMma, s 1l onbiTHOM — 4 T/KT
kopma u Jiid 11 onbiTHOM — 6 T/KT KOpMa. OTMedeHa MOIOKUTENbHAS JUHAMUKA POCTa IBITUIIT, HAYWHAS
co 2 Hezmenu uccienoBanys. JKuBas Macca B ONBITHBIX TPYIIIAX B KOHIIE SKCIIEPHMEHTA IPEBHIIIaia KOH-
Tposb oT 4,9 % 10 17,8 %. [Ipu uzyueHnn OMOXUMHUYECKIX MMOKa3aTellei KPOBU OBLIO yCTaHOBICHO CHHU-
JKeHHE OTHOCHUTEIBHO KOHTPOJIS ypoBHsS XonecrepuHa Ha 13,5 % (P<0,01), 10,4 % (P<0,01) u 224 %
(P<0,01) B I, II u III oneITHBIX Tpynnax u ypoBHs Tpuriauuepuaos — Ha 20 % (P<0,05) B III onsrTHOI
rpynmne. Kpome Toro, ans Il omeitHO# 3adukcupoBano cHmkeHne auMponuToB Ha 28,2 % (P<0,05).
Hamu oTtmedeHo, 9TO MUHEPATBHBIH COCTaB KPOBH IBIIUIAT B OMBITHBIX TPYIIAX HE OTIMYAICS OT KOH-
TPOJISL, 32 HCKIFOUeHnEM sxene3a Ha 12,7 % (P<0,01) Bo Il omsrTHO# Tpymme. Hanboee Baxxaoe 3HaueHUE
npobuoTHyeckas mo0aBka oka3aia Ha ColepKaHue Oelka B MBIIICYHON TKaHU IBITUIAT, YPOBEHb KOTOPOTO
6511 BeIIIe KOHTpOsst Ha 10,6 % (P<0,05) u Ha 12,9 % (P<0,05) B I u Il onsITHBIX Tpynnax. Ha ocHoBa-
HUH Pe3yJbTATOB CHEJNaH BBIBOJA, YTO IOTOJHUTENFHOE BKIIOUEHHE B PAIFOH MBILIAT-OPOUIEPOB OBYX-
KOMITOHEHTHBIH MPOOHOTHYECKas TOOaBKH B JO3UPOBKE 2 I/KT KOPMa MPHUBOIUT K HAHOOIBIIEMY TIPHPO-
CTY NITHIIBI, HE OKa3bIBas HETAaTUBHOTO JISHCTBYS Ha ITapaMeTpbl KPOBH.

Knrouesvle crosa: npuisTa-0poisaepbl, KOPMIICHHE, OOMEH BEIECTB, MPOOMOTHK, OHOXHUMHYE-
CKHe TIOKa3aTeu KpoBH, pupoct, Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium
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Abstract. Modern research is aimed at finding new nutritional components that can improve
growth without harm to the body. Probiotic drugs are common additives in poultry farming. Probiotics in
bird feeding are used to increase growth and productivity. The paper presents the results of an experi-
mental study to assess the effect on the body of broiler chickens of the Arbor Acres cross of a two-
component probiotic based on Lactobacillus acidophilus (1x10° CFU) and Bifidobacterium adolescentis
(1x10® CFU) strains using different dosages: for the I experimental — 2 g/kg of feed, for the II experi-
mental — 4 g/kg of feed and for the III experimental — 6 g/kg of feed. Positive dynamics of chicken growth
was noted, starting from the 2nd week of the study. The live weight in the experimental groups at the end
of the experiment exceeded the control from 4.9% to 17.8%. Studying the biochemical parameters of
blood, a decrease in cholesterol levels relative to control was found by 13.5% (P<0.01), 10.4% (P<0.01)
and 22.4% (P<0.01) in the I, II and III experimental groups and triglyceride levels by 20% (P<0.05) in the
IIT experimental group. In addition, a decrease in lymphocytes by 28.2% (P<0.05) was recorded for the III
experimental group. We noted that the mineral composition of blood of chickens in the experimental
groups did not differ from the control, with the exception of iron by 12.7% (P<0.01) in the II experimental
group. The probiotic supplement had the most important effect on the protein content in the muscle tissue
of chickens, the level of which was higher than the control by 10.6% (P<0.05) and by 12.9% (P<0.05) in the
I and III experimental groups. Based on the results, it was concluded that the additional inclusion of a two-
component probiotic supplement in the diet of broiler chickens at a dosage of 2 g/kg of feed leads to the
greatest increase in poultry without having a negative effect on blood parameters.

Keywords: broiler chickens, feeding, metabolism, probiotic, biochemical parameters of blood,
growth, Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium
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BBenenue.

[o pa3nuuHBIM OIIEHKaM, OCBEAOMIEHHOCTh O TOJIb3€ JJISl OpPraHu3Ma MPOOUOTHUECKHX MUKPO-
OpPTraHWU3MOB B TIOCIICHHUE TOABI BO3pOCTA, KaK M MPOU3BOJICTBO MPOOMOTHUECKUX NOOABOK HA MHUPOBOM
peiake (Wendel U, 2022). BenenctBre 4ero MOBBIIASTCS KOJTUYECTBO PA3IMYHBIX MTPOOHUOTHUKOB C €Xe-
TOJHBIM POCTOM Ipou3BoACTBa npoaykiuu a0 § % (Fallico V et al., 2020). Tak, B Poccun HauuThIBaIoOT
46 BunoB npobuotnkoB (Illaadan M., 2023). Ctons BEICOKHH POCT OOYCIOBICH IUPOKUM IIEPEYHEM I10-
Ka3aHUH, MPU KOTOPBIX MPHUMEHSIOT MPOOHOTHYECKUE TpenapaThl, B TOM YHCIE 0C000€ BHUMAHUE MM
YACISIOT JUIsl BOCCTAHOBJICHUS U TIOJIIEpKaHuUs 310poBoit Mukpodiops! kumeynnka (Cheng J et al., 2021;
Ragan MV et al., 2022), npu 3a0oneBaHusAX xenynouHo-kumednoro tpakra (Cheng J and Ouwehand AC,
2020), mns ymyumenuss nmmyanteTta (Galdeano CM et al., 2019), npu jedeHHH KOXHBIX 3a00JIeBaHU
(Makrgeorgou A et al., 2018).

Hawubosee pacnpoctpaHEHHBIME MHUKPOOPTaHH3MAaMH, UCIOJIB3yEMbIMU MPU MPOU3BOJCTBE MPO-
OMOTHKOB, SBJISIOTCA MOJIOYHOKHCIBIC OakTepuu, ocodbeHHo Bacillus, Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium n
Streptococcus (Galdeano CM et al., 2019; Khan S et al., 2020). C 1enpto MOBBIIICHUS TPOAYKTUBHOCTH U
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BBDKMBAaCMOCTH JKHBOTHBIX, CHIDKEHHSI 3a00J€BACMOCTH M YIYYIICHUS OOMIETO (PHU3NOJIOTHIECKOTO
COCTOSIHMSI OpTaHW3Ma MPOOMOTHKH AaKTHBHO WCIIONB3YIOT B Pa3HBIX OTPACIsIX KUBOTHOBOJICTBA
(Byesa M.C., 2022; Tarupos X.X. u ap., 2023; Ty3ukos P.A. u ap., 2023). Ucnonp3oBanue mpodroTude-
CKHX J00aBOK B XMBOTHOBOJICTBE B OCHOBHOM HAalpaBJI€HO Ha IIOJABJIICHHE MATOT€HHOH M YCIIOBHO-
NaTOTeHHOW MHUKPO(MIOPHL, YIy4IIeHHe TPUPOCTa U CHIDKeHHeE 3aTpat Ha kopmiieHune (Marpocosa 10.B. u
ap., 2022; Caspacosa H.II. u ap., 2023). [Ipuuém B mocnenHue roasl MpuMeHeHHe POOHOTHKOB TPHOO-
peno ocobyIo aKTyallbHOCTh B CBSI3U C Pa3sBUTHEM aHTUOMOTHKOPE3UCTEHTHBIX IITAMMOB 300IaTOT€HHOM
mukpoduiopel (Roth N et al, 2019) u 3ampera HCIOJB30BaHHUS B XHUBOTHOBOJACTBE aHTHOMOTHUKOB
(Arowolo MA and He J, 2018). Takum o6pa3om, TONOJHUTEIIEHOE TPUMEHEHNE MPOOUOTHYECKHX TTpera-
pPaToB B KOPMIICHUH CEIILCKOXO3SICTBEHHBIX )KUBOTHBIX W IITUI] OKA3bIBACT MOJOKUTEIHHOE ACHCTBUE HA
noBeIIIeHHe mpupocTta u npoaykrusHocty (Khan S et al., 2020).

B Hacrosmee Bpemst TOTOTHUTENFHOE BHECEHHE TPOONOTHKOB B KOPMJIEHHE ITHIIBI PaclpocTpa-
HeHo kak B Poccun (Tomypust JI.M. u Tonypus .M., 2023), Tak u 3a py6exom (Reuben RC et al., 2019;
Khan S et al., 2020). B kopmax jyis TOManIHe# MTUIBI HCIOIB3YIOT PA3IUYHbIC TPOOHOTHIECKUE T00aB-
KM, TP 3TOM HamOoJjee MIMPOKO MCIOJIb3YEMbIMH SIBISIOTCS Mpemnapartsl, conepxkamue Lactobacillus n
Bifidobacterium (Gong L et al., 2018). I[Ipenapatsl, B cOCTaB KOTOPBIX BKIIOUYAIOT MTaMMbl Lactobacillus,
OKa3bIBAIOT OJIATONPUATHOE BO3JCHCTBHAE HA OPTaHM3M MTHIIBI, yIIydllas COXPaHHOCTh MOJIOJHSKA, TIPO-
JYKTUBHOCTh M YCTOMUMBOCTH K 3aboneBanusM (Krysiak K et al., 2021). B cBoro ouepenn, ckapMiIMBaHHUE
MPOOHOTHYECKUX TpenapaToB HA OCHOBE Bifidobacterium conmpoBOXIACTCS MOBBHIIIEHUEM HWHTEHCHBHO-
CTH (PepMEHTATUBHBIX IPOIIECCOB, MIPH 3TOM aKTUBU3HPYETCS CHHTE3 BUTAMHHOB I'PYIIEI B U CHIDKaeTCs
YpOBEHb XOJIECTEpHHA B KPOBH, YTO OKA3bIBAET BIIMSHUE HAa MeTa0O0JIM3M OEIIKOB, YIJIEBOIOB H JIMITHIOB B
opranu3me ntunbl (Abd El-Hack ME et al., 2020). B Buay cnenuduueckux 0COOCHHOCTESH TaHHBIC
IITAMMBI [IO-Pa3HOMY OKa3bIBAIOT ACHCTBUE HAa OPTaHU3M IBIIUIAT, YTO OTPAXKAETCS Ha MPOAYKTUBHOCTH U
COXPaHHOCTH >KUBOTHBIX. B 3TOH CBSI3M MEPCIIEKTUBHBIMHU MPEICTABIISIOTCS KOMIUICKCHI MPEmnapaToB Ha
ocHOBe mTaMMoB Lactobacillus n Bifidobacterium, ciocoOHbIC B3aMMHO YCHJIUBATh U JIONOJHATH OHOJIO-
ruyeckyto aktuBHOCTE (Dev K et al., 2021).

Leanb uccienoBaHusl.

OINCHUTh BIHMSHUE JBYXKOMIIOHEHTHOTO MPOOMOTHYECKOTO IIperapaTa Ha OCHOBE INTAaMMOB
Lactobacillus acidophilus (11x10° KOE) u Bifidobacterium adolescentis (1x108 KOE) B pa3iuuHbIX 10-
3MPOBKaX Ha POCT M FEMAaTOJIOTHYECKHE TTAPAMETPhl KPOBH LBITLISAT-OPOIiIepOB.

MarepuaJjibl 1 METOABI HCCIEA0OBAHMS.

O0bekT uccaenoBanms. Llprmusata-6poiinepsl kpocca Arbor Acres ot 7- 10 35-CyTOYHOTO BO3-
pacra.

O06ciy>xuBaHNE KUBOTHBIX M 9KCIEPHUMEHTAIbHBIE MCCIIE0BAaHNs OBUTH BBITIOJIHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBHHM C WHCTPYKIHMSIMH U PEKOMEHJIAIMSIMH POCCHUCKHX HOpMaTHBHBIX akToB ([Ipmka3z MwuH3mpaBa
CCCP Ne 755 ot 12.08.1977 «O Mepax 1o AaibHEHIIeMy COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUIO OpPTaHU3aIMOHHBIX (OpM
paboOTBI C HCITOJIB30BAHHEM DKCIIEPHMEHTAIbHBIX JKUBOTHBIX») M «Guide for the Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). IIpu npoBeneHuu nccienaoBa-
HUH OBUIM MPEINPUHATH MEpPHI U1 00ecrieueHrsI MUHUMyMa CTPaJaHUi KUBOTHBIX M YMEHBIICHUS KO-
JMYeCTBa NCCIIEyEMBIX ONBITHBIX 00pPa3IoB.

Cxema 3xcniepuMenTa. VccienoBaHus BBIOJIHEHBl B YCIOBHAX Kadenpbl OMOTEXHOJIOTUHU KH-
BOTHOTO CBIPBS M akBakyIbTypsl OI'Y 1 oTaena KOpMIIEHHS CeTbCKOX03IHCTBEHHBIX KUBOTHBIX U TEXHO-
noruu kopmoB uMeHu npodeccopa C.I'. Jleymuna @HIL BCT PAH. B Bo3pacte 7 cyTok MeToA0M Tap-
aHayoroB ObUIH 0TOOpaHbl 120 mT. UBIIIAT-OpoiinepoB kpocca Arbor Acres u pacipenencHbl Ha YeThIpe
TPyNIBl B PaBHBIX KOJIMYECTBAX. lIpOMOKHUTENBHOCTH HCCIENOBAHUS BKIIOYATA TOATOTOBUTEIHHBIN
(7 cyTOK) 1 OCHOBHOM Y4ETHBIH (28 CyTOK) IEPHOJIBI.

Kopmurenne it 1o 10-CyTo9HOTO BO3pacTa OCyIIECTBISIOCH IPEICTapTOBEIM KOMOUKOPMOM
«Baby line CHICK» (OOO «I'ma3oBckuii KOMOMKOPMOBEIH 3aBo», T. I'mazos, Poccus), ¢ 11- 1o 25-cyro-
gHOTO — pocToBEIM parmoHoM [1K-5 (3AO «IItunedadbpura Opendyprekas», r. Openoypr, Poccust) u ¢
26- mo 35-cyrouHeli Bo3pact — ¢uHHIHEEIM pamuoHoM [1K-6 (3AO «IItunedadbpuxa OpenOypr-
ckas», r. OpenOypr, Poccus).

Bo BpeMst TOATOTOBUTENHFHOTO IEPHOA BCE IBILIATA-OpOMIepsl MOTPEOISITH OCHOBHOM PalioH
(OP). Haumunas ¢ 8 cytok uccnenoBanus, B OP, BKIIOYaBIIMIA CTAPTOBBIM U POCTOBOM PAIMOHBI, JOIMOJ-
HUTEJIBHO BHOCHIIH JIBYXKOMIIOHEHTHBIH TipooroTnieckuii mpemapar (OO0 buorexHonoruveckas gupma



JKusomrnosoocmeo u kopmonpouszeoocmeo / Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2023,106(4)

194 TEOPUS U ITIPAKTUKA KOPMJUIEHUSA/THEORY AND PRACTICE OF FEEDING

«Komnonent», r. Byrypycnan, Poccus) Ha ocHoBe mrammos Lactobacillus acidophilus (1x10° KOE) u
Bifidobacterium adolescentis (11x10% KOE) B mosuposke: st I onbITHOM rpynmel — 2 /KT kopma, st 11
OIIBITHOH rpymnisl — 4 /KT kopMa u it 111 onsITHOM rpynms! — 6 /KT KOpMa.

B mpormecce wuccrienoBaHus eXEHEETbHO NPOBOAWIM OLEHKY POCTa W PAa3BUTHSI LBIIIIST-
OpoiiiepoB MyTéM MHAMBUAYAIHHOTO B3BeIIUBaHUsA. OTOOP KPOBH IMPOBOIWIN B MTOCIEIHNUHN JICHb DKCIIe-
pumMeHTa B BakyyMHbIe mpooupku ¢ DJITA-K3 u aktuBaTOpOM CBEPTHIBAaHHSI.

O0opynoBanue U TeXHHYeCKHe cpeAcTBa. lccnenoBanus BBITOTHEHB! IPH UCIIONB30BaHUH Oa-
3pl McnbitarensHoro neatpa LIKIT BCT PAH (http://ukm-6¢T.pdh) Mo cTaHaapTH3UPOBAHHBIM METOJIUKAM,
B pe3yJbTaTe KOTOPHIX OMPEISIIN OMOXUMUYIECKHE MTOKA3aTEeIN CHIBOPOTKHA KPOBH, MOP(HOJIOTHIECKUE H
MUHEPALHBIM COCTaBbl KPOBH, XMMHUCCKHIA COCTaB MBIIICYHOW TKaHH. [IpH uccienoBaHUU KPOBU OBLIH
HCTIOJB30BaHbI aBTOMaTHdeckuii anamuzatop Dirui CS-240 («DIRUI», Kurait) u Mopgomorudecku aBTo-
MaTtrueckuit ananmsarop DF-50 Vet («Shenzhen Dymind Biotechnology Co», Kurait).

CraTucTuyeckasi oopadorka. CTaTUCTHUECKHUIA aHAU3 ObLT BBIIIOJHEH C MOMOIIBI0 TPOTPaMMBI
«Excel» («Microsoft», CLLIA). JlocTtoBepHOCTh pa3iauumii onpenessuid no t-kpurepuro CThIOJeHTa, MU
KOTOPOM CTaTUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMBIM cuuTaiuchk 3HaueHus ¢ P<0,05, P<0,01 u P<0,001. lanusie mpen-
CTaBJIeHBI B BHJe M+m, rie M — cpenHee apudmMeTnyeckoe 3HaUYeHUE, M — OIMOKa CpeqHel apudpMeTH-
YECKOI BEJIMYMHBIL.

Pe3yabTaThl Hcc1eA0BaAHUS.

Io pesynpraTam sKcriepuMeHTa OBUIO YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO COXPAHHOCTH LBIIUIAT BO BCEX IPyIIax
coctaBmia 100 %. Ha npoTsbkernn rccnenoBanust ObUIO 3aMKCHPOBAHO YBEJIMYEHHE MPUPOCTa JKUBOH
Macchl NTUIs (puc. 1).

2500
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1500 —
1000 —
500 —
0 1 : . : : : |
7 cytkn / 7 days 14 cytkn /14 days 21 cytkm /21days 28 cytkm /28days 35 cytkm /35days
B KoHTtponb / Control | onbiTHan rpynna/ | experimental group
Il onbiTHas rpynna / |l experimental group Il onbiTHaa rpynna / Il experimental group

Puc. 1 — Bausinne AByXKOMIOHEHTHOT0 MPOOMOTHYECKOr0 MpenapaTa Ha IMHAMUKY KHBOH Macchl
UBIISAT-0poiiyiepoB, I
Figure 1 — The effect of a two-component probiotic additive on the dynamics of the live weight
of broiler chickens, g

3auKCUPOBAHO, YTO IBIIUISITA ONBITHBIX TPYIII ONEPEkKaal KOHTPOJIb 10 HHTCHCUBHOCTH POCTa,
HaunHas ¢ 14-cyrouHoro Bo3pacrta. Tak, >KMBas Macca MpeBbicHia KOHTpoib Ha 27,4 % (P<0,01)B
I onerTHOM TpymIIe, HA 23,7 % (P<0,01) — Bo Il ombitHOM 1 Ha 19,7 % — B 111 onbrTHO#M rpynme. [lpu gams-
HeHIeM BBIPAIlIMBAHUY YCTAHOBIIEHO, YTO 21-CyTO4HbIE LBIIIATA B | ONBITHON Ipymnie onepexany KOH-
Tposb Ha 20,9 % (P<0,01). HecMoTps Ha nanpHeiee cTabMIIEHOE YBEIHICHNE KUBON MacChl, TOCTOBEP-
HOU pa3HUIIBI MEXIy KOHTPOJIEM M ONBITHBIMH TpymIaMH He 3adukcupoBaHO. B KoHIE HcciaemoBaHUS
s)kuBast macca B I, II u III onbiTHBIX Tpynmax mpeBbicuia KOHTpodbs Ha 17,8 %, 4,9 % u 11,8 % cootBet-
CTBEHHO.

Bximouenne 1ByXKOMITOHEHTHOH NPOOMOTHYECKON 00aBKM B PAalMOH IBIUIAT-OpOHIEepoB He
OKa3aJI0 HETaTUBHOTO JICHCTBHUS Ha OMOXMMHYECKHE MOKA3aTeIH CHIBOPOTKH KpoBH (Tabi. 1). Cremyer
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OTMETUTh, YTO B HCCIICAOBAHUSAX HAMHM HE YCTAHOBICHO JIOCTOBEPHBIX PAa3UYUi JJIsI MOJABIISIOIEIO
YHCiIa OLIEHNBAaEMBIX MOKazaTene. Mexy TeM, 3aMKCHPOBaHO CHIDKEHHE YPOBHS XOJIECTEpHHA BO BCEX
OTIBITHBIX TPYIIIAaX B CPaBHEHNH ¢ KOHTposieM: B | onbITHOM rpymms! — Ha 13,5 % (P<0,01), Bo 11 onsrTHO#M
—Ha 10,4 % (P<0,01) u B III onbITHOI rpymnme — Ha 22,4 % (P<0,01). Kpome Toro, ypoBeHb TPUIIHUIIEPHU-
noB B 111 omeiTHOM rpymime ObuT Hrbke KoHTpouis Ha 20 % (P<0,05).

Tabmuma 1. BaussHue IByXKOMIOHEHTHOTO MPOOHOTHYECKOr0 Npenapara
Ha OMOXHMHYeCKHEe M0KA3aTe/lN CHIBOPOTKE KPOBH LbINIAT-0poiijiepoB
Table 1. The effect of a two-component probiotic additive on the biochemical parameters
of the blood serum of broiler chickens

I'pynna / Group
Hoxa3zarenu / Indicators KOHTpPOJb / | 1 onbiTHAs / II onbiTHAS / III onbiTHAS /
Control 1 experimental | II experimental | 11l experimental
Oo6mwii 6enox, /1 / Total protein, g/l 44,63+2,52 42.57+1,44 46,09+3,16 42.68+3,2
I'mroxo3a, mmons/1 / Glucose, mmol/l 11,20+0,02 10,55+1,44 11,58+0,44 11,48+0,58
AnvOymuH, 1/71 / Albumin, g/l 17,66+0,57 16,33+2,3 17,3+£0,57 16,67+0,57
Bunnpy6un o0mmmii, MKMOJIB/JT /
Total bilirubin, umol/l 0,68+0,20 0,83+0,20 0,76+0,11 0,72+0,35
MoueBuna, Mmmons/1 / Urea, mmol/l 0,3+0,26 0,36+0,05 0,23+0,15 0,53+0,20
MoueBast KUCJI0Ta, MKMOJIB/JT /
Uric acid, umol/l 30,63+12,49 18,6+7,07 31,5+7,98 18,8+4,89
Xornecrepur, Mmoni/J1/ Cholesterol, mmol/l 3,26+0,07 2,8240,05%* 2,9240,08** 2,5340,50**
Tpurwepumsy, Mvonw/s1/ Triglycerides, mmoll | 0,1+0,05 0,09+0,006 0,09+0,006 0,08+0,005*
Kpearurann, Mxvmonw/n / Creatinine, umol/l 24,8+1,73 22,24+0,35 24,4+1,03 21,8+1,38

ITpumeuanne: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01 oTHOCHTEIHLHO KOHTPOJIS
Note: * — P<0.05; ** — P<0.01 regarding control

Mopdonormueckrne mapaMeTpsl KpOBH IIpeAcCTaBieHs! B Tabiuie 2. Bee m3ydaemble moxasarenu
MOP(]OJIOTHYECKOTO cocTaBa KPOBH OBIIM B Tpesenax (PH3MOIOTHIECKONH HOPMBI M HE MMENN JTOCTOBEP-

HBIX Pa3JINYUil C KOHTPOJIEM.

Tabnuma 2. Bausinue IByXKOMIOHEHTHOTO MPOOHMOTHYECKOr0 penapaTa Ha MopdgoJioruyeckue

N0Ka3aTeJId KPOBM UBIILISAT-0poiiiepos
Table 2. The effect of a two-component probiotic additive on morphological parameters of blood
serum of an broiler chickens

I'pynna / Group
Ioka3arenu / Indicators KOHTpPOJb / | LonbiTHas /1 | 1l onbiTHas / I1I onbiTHAS /
Control experimental | Il experimental | Ill experimental
Jletikowwrst, 10%n / Leukocytes, 10°/1 44,78+5,85 43,18+5,88 44,16+10,21 40,67+8,17
I'emorno6wun, r/n / Hemoglobin, g/l | 126,0+10,14 125,0+7,0 122+15,71 117,0+£10,58
TpomGowmret, 10%1/ Trombocytes, 10°/1 0,66+0,5 1,0£1,0 0,66+0,5 0,66+0,5
Dpurpowmtsy, 101/ Erythrocyte, 101/ 2,29+0,16 2,29+0,12 2,27+0,4 2,14+0,16

B xone sxcnepumMeHTa OBIJIO YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO TOKAa3aTeld MUHEPAIBHOTO COCTaBa KPOBH IIBITI-
JAT-OpOiIepOB HAXOAWINCH B paMKax (u3nosormdeckoii HopMel (Tadum. 3). Ilpu aToM mocroBepHBIE pas-
Tr4ust ObUTH YCTaHOBJICHBI TOJILKO TP OLIEHKE CHIBOPOTOYHOTO JKele3a Bo Il ombiTHOH rpymme, ypoBeHb
KOTOPOT'O OKAa3aJICsl HUKE aHAJIOTHYHOTO IT0Ka3aTens B KoHTpoie Ha 12,7 % (P<0,01).

Bo MHOrOM MexaHM3M JeMCTBHS OLEHWBAEMOTO Ipernapara Ha OPTaHU3M ITHIIBI CTAHOBHUTCS II0O-
HATHBIM TIPH JETaJbHOM aHaji3e W3MEHEHHH B XHMHUYECKOM COCTaB€ MBIIIEYHON TKaHW IIBIIJIAT-
OpoiinepoB (Tadi. 4). 3apuKcUpoBaHO, 4TO YpoBeHb Oenka B | u 11l ONmBITHBIX rpymax mpeBbIIan KOH-
tpoab Ha 10,6 % (P<0,05) u Ha 12,9 % (P<0,05) cooTBETCTBEHHO.
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Tabnuma 3. BausiHue ABYXKOMIIOHEHTHOT'0 MPOOHOTHYECKOT0 ITpenapaTa Ha MUHEPAJILHBII COCTAaB
KPOBH IBIIIAT-0pPOiijiepoB
Table 3. The effect of a two-component probiotic drug on the mineral composition of blood
of broiler chickens

I'pynna / Group
Hoxa3arenu / Indicators KOHTpo.b | | onbiTHas / II onibiTHASE / III onbITHAS /
/ Control | I experimental | Il experimental | IIl experimental
Marnwuii, Mmoe/n / Magnesium, mmol/l | 0,73£0,06 0,72+0,04 0,76+0,02 0,79+0,1
®docdop, mmons/n / Phosphorus, mmol/l | 1,04+£0,09 0,97+0,15 1,00+0,11 1,07+0,00
Kaneumii, Mmoas/it / Calcium, mmol/l 3,18+0,13 3,06+0,17 3,14+0,25 3,36+0,48
Kenezo, Mkmonw/n / Iron, umol/l 15,7+0,78 19,3+£9,9 13,7+0,67** 16,8+6,77

[Tpumeuanne: ** — P<0,01 oTHOCHTENEHO KOHTPOJIS
Note: ** — P<0.01 regarding control

Tabnuna 4. Bausinne IByXKOMIOHEHTHOTO MPOOMOTHYECKOT0 MpenapaTa Ha XHMHYECKUH COCTaB
MbILIECYHON TKAHM UBLILIAT-0poiiaepos, %
Table 4. The effect of a two-component probiotic additive on the chemical composition of muscle
tissue of broiler chickens, %

I'pynna / Group
Iloka3arenu / Indicators KOHTPOJIb / I onbiTHAS / II onbITHAs / III onbiTHAS /
Control I experimental | Il experimental | III experimental
Bnara / Moisture 76,20+1,06 77,81+0,76 78,45+0,32 77,28+1,06
Cyxoe BemiectBo / Dry matter 23,79+1,06 22,19+0,76 21,55+0,32 22,72+1,06
benok / Protein 18,43+0,66 20,39+0,66* 20,08+0,07 20,81+0,64*
Ceripoii xwup / Raw fat 5,29+1,18 4,19+0,96 4,01+0,83 4,56+0,88
Coipas 301a / Raw ash 0,95+0,01 0,96+0,01 0,96+0,01 0,95+0,00

[Ipumeuanne: * — P<0,05 oTHOCHTENEHO KOHTPOJISA
Note: * — P<0.05 regarding control

O0cy:x1eHne MOJTYy4YeHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaToB.

KopmoBbie 100aBku B HacTOsIIIIee BpeMsi MPUOOPETAIOT BCE OOJbIlIee 3HAaYCHNUE B IITHIICBOJICTBE B
CHJTY OJIArOIIPUSITHOTO BO3JICHCTBHS HA POCT, POAYKTHBHOCTh U YKpeIUleHne uMMyHUTeTa (Alagawany M et al.,
2018). llInpokoe pacmpocTpaHEeHNE TTOTYyIHIN IPOONOTHKH, NEHCTBHE KOTOPHIX HANPABIEHO Ha MOBHIIIE-
HHE YCBOGHHMS NHTATENbHBIX BEHIECTB M YIy4IIEHHS OOIIero (pM3MOJIOTHYECKOTO COCTOSIHHE IITHIIBI
(Abou-Kassem DE et al., 2021). DddexTnBHOCTh MpUMEHEHHS TPOOHOTHYECKHX JO0OABOK B KOPMIICHHU
CeNIbCKOXO35HCTBEHHOM MTHUIBI, B TOM YHCIIC B PALMOHE IbILIAT-OPOIIepPOB, YCTAaHOBIEHA BO MHOTHX
uccinenoBanusx (Abd El-Hack ME et al., 2020).

B Hamem sKcriepuMEeHTaIEHOM HCCIIEA0BAaHNH 110 HCIIOIB30BAHUIO B PAIlOHE IBIIUIAT-OpoiinepoB
JBYXKOMIIOHEHTHOTO TPOOMOTHYECKOTOo IperapaTa, cojepikaiiero mrammel Lactobacillus acidophilus
(1x10° KOE) u Bifidobacterium adolescentis (1x108 KOE) B no3upoBkax 2 I/kr kopma, 4 I/Kr kopMa u 6 /KT
KOpMa, Tarkke ObUTO 3a(UKCHPOBAHO TMOBHIIMICHHE WHTEHCHBHOCTH POCTa NTHUIIBI B ONBITHBIX IPyMIax B
CpaBHEHUH ¢ KOHTposieM. Kak cienyer u3 pe3ynbTaToB paHee NPOBEAEHHBIX UCCIIEIOBaHHIA, POCTOCTHMY-
nupytrouit 3¢ hekT mpoOUOTUYECKOTo Mpenapara sBIsSeTCS Pe3yJIbTaTOM COYETaHHMs 1IeJIOTO psijaa GakTo-
POB, KOTOpPBIE, IOMHMO HEIOCPEICTBEHHOTO JISHCTBHS HA MAaTOreHHYI0 MUKPOQIIOPY, BKIOYAIOT (akTo-
pBbI ONTUMH3ALIMK OOMEHA BEIIECTB U MOBBIIICHHS TOJIHOLEHHOCTH muTaHust. OleHHBasi IPUYUHBI CTOJIb
3HAYUTEILHOTO ITOBBIIIEHHSI HHTEHCUBHOCTH POCTa IBIIUIAT-OpOMIEpPOB MPH HCIIOJIB30BaHUH TIperapaTa
MOYHO IPEIIOJIOKHTh, YTO MOCIICTHEE CTAIO MOJOKUTEIBHBIM PE3yJITATOM BIMSHHS JABYXKOMIIOHEHT-
HOTO MPOOHOTHYECKOrO Mpenapara Ha OpraHu3M MTHIbL. Takke HAMH OTMEYEHO yBEIMUYCHHE COMepikKa-
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Hus Oelika B MbllleuHO# TKaHu nTuilbl Ha 10,6 % (P<0,05) u 12,9 % (P<0,05) B I u III onbITHBIX rpymnmnax,
YTO SBJSIETCS Pe3yJbTaTOM YIydlleHus MerabonusMa y npluisaT-OpoiinepoB (Khaziakhmetov FS et al.,
2018; Khan S et al., 2020).

IIpn mccnenoBannn OMOXMMHUYECKHX TOKa3aTesed KPOBU IBILIAT-OpOoiiepoB ObLIO 3ahMKCHpO-
BaHO CHIDKCHHE YPOBHS XOJIECTEpUHA B KpOBH ombITHOH nTunsl ot 10,4 % (P<0,01) mo 22,4 % (P<0,01).
Panee cHIbKeHHE XoecTepruHa B KPOBH MIPH BKIIOUEHUH MPOOUOTHKOB B PALIMOH ITHUI] BBEISIBIBUIN U IPY-
rue uccnenoarenu (Vieco-Saiz N et al., 2019). B wactHOCTH, IIpH Hcmonb30BaHuu mtamma Bifidobacte-
rium OTMEYaJH CHW)KEHHE YPOBHS XOJECTepHHa U yiyuineHne nmmyHurera ntunbl (Abd El-Hack ME et
al., 2020). Dev K coBmectHO ¢ koyieramu (2021) mpeanoioxKuian, 9To MPOOUOTHKH HHIHOUPYIOT MOTJIO-
IIEHNe XOJIECTePHHA U3 KHUIIEYHNKa U YCHINBAOT ero pacuieruierne. Kpome Toro, moj neicTereM mpoouo-
THKOB BO3MOYKHBI TTOJIOXKUTEIbHBIE M3MEHEeH!s B (yHKunoHupoBanuu redenn (O'Morain VL et al., 2021).
Kpome Toro, nmpocnexnBanach CBs3b: IPU CHIDKEHUH YPOBHS XOJIECTEpHHA B KPOBH, YPOBEHb TPHIJIUIIC-
punos take noHmwkaerca (Dev K et al., 2021; O'Morain VL et al., 2021), uro uétko otpazuiioch B Il
OIBITHOH TpyTIIie, TJe TPUTIULEPUAbl ObUTH HIKe KOHTpois Ha 20 % (P<0,05).

[Tpu ucnons30BaHUK MPOOUOTUYECKON TOOABKM B KOHIICHTPAIIMH 6 T/KT KOpMa HaMH OBIJIO BBISIB-
JIeHO CHIDKEeHUH JuMporuToB Ha 28,2 % (P<0,05). ITogoOHEIi 3¢ dexT, BO3MOKHO, 00yCIOBIEH peaknnei
IBIIUIAT Ha yBEJIMYESHUE TO3UPOBKHU Npernapara, u, Kak cieacTBre, BosHnkHoBeHHe cTpecca (Llapes [1.10.,
2018).

B panHEX MCcIen0BaHUAX yCTAHOBIEHO, YTO JOOABKH OKAa3bIBAIOT IOJIOKHUTENBHOE JIEHCTBUE Ha
coxeprkanme xene3a B kpoBu (Duskaev GK et al., 2018), mpu 3ToM Hamu 3apUKCHPOBAHO CHIDKEHHE XKe-
ne3a Bo Il omerTHO# rpynme Ha 12,7 % (P<0,01). UTo MOKeT OBITH CIIEACTBHEM BIHSHUS IPOOUOTHICCKUAX
mTaMMoB Ha OnomoctymHOCTE *kene3a (Tako E et al., 2014).

3aki04eHne.

JlononHUTENEHOE BBEJCHHE B PALOH LBIUIT-OPOIIEPOB ABYXKOMIIOHEHTHOTO MPOOHOTHYECKO-
ro mpemapara, coiepkamero umrammel Lactobacillus acidophilus (1x10°  KOE) u Bifidobacterium
adolescentis (1x10% KOE), oka3ajo 61aronpusTHOe BIUSHUE HA T€YeHHUE OOMEHHBIX MPOLECCOB B Opra-
HU3Me. bpito 3aduKcHpoBaHO MOBBILIEHUE MHTCHCUBHOCTH POCTa U YIIyYIICHUE I'eMaTOJOTHYECKHX IIa-
paMeTpoB KPOBH MTHLBI, IPY 3TOM HaWBBICIIAS IIPOAYKTUBHOCTH HAOIIOAAIACH IIPU HCHOJIB30BAHUH TIPO-
OHMoTHKA B JO3UPOBKE 2 I/KT KOpMa.
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