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Annomayusa. OcHOBHOE yclioBUe (hopMHpOBaHUS SKOHOMHYECKOH 3((HEKTUBHOCTH KUBOTHOBO/I-
CTBA 3aKJII0YACTCS B TIOJTHOIICHHOM KOPMJICHUH >KUBOTHBIX. KopMa SBISIOTCS Ba)KHBIM CPEACTBOM IIPOU3-
BOJICTBa MOJIOKa U Msca U obecnieunBatoT 70 % MpOIyKTUBHOCTH KMBOTHBIX 3a CUET MX OHMOJIOTHYECKOM
[IEHHOCTH U MUTATEIFHOCTH. 3a MOCIEAHUE TOIbI OBUTH HAKOTUICHBI HAYYHBIA MOTEHINAI 1 MIPAKTHYECKIHA
OTIBIT, TTO3BOJISIONINE MPOU3BOIUTH KAUeCTBEHHBIE KOPMa C BBEICOKOHM JHEPTeTHYECKON COCTABISIONIEH U
YIOBJIETBOPSIONICH TOTPEOHOCTH KUBOTHBIX ¢ MUHUMATBHBIMH 3aTPaTaMH.

B npoBenéunoM mccaenoBaHUN U3ydaid BIUSHAE 36pHOCEHAKA B PAllOHE OBIYKOB HA IIEpPEeBapH-
BaeMOCTh MTUTATEIBHBIX BEIIECTB U JUHAMUKY pocTa. st 3Toro chopMupoBaiu TpU TPYIIIbI OBIYKOB IO
10 TOJIOB B KaXX/0i: KOHTPOJIbHAS — 0€3 3epHOCEHaXa, PAIlMOH X035SHCTBa; | OmbITHAS TPyMIa — paluoH
X03siiicTBa+t3epHOCeHaX (0e3 mpeanoceBHON 00paboTku ceMsiH); Il ombITHas rpymnma — palydoH XO3si-
CTBa+3epPHOCCHAX, MOJYUYECHHBIA MPHU IMOMOIIM IPEANOCEBHONH 00paOOTKH CEMSH YJIbTPaTUCIICPCHBIMU
gacturiamu MosrOaeHa (MoQy). TlonydeHHbIe HaHHBIE CBUAETEIBCTBYIOT O TOJOKUTEIBHOM JICHCTBUH
MPEAIIOCEBHOI 00pabOTKH ceMsH 3epHOO0OOBBIX KyJIbTYp (TOpOXa, SYMEHS M IIpoca), YTO CIIOCOOCTBOBA-
7O YBEMHUYCHHUIO CyXOro BemiecTBa Ha 12,7 %; KOpMOBBIX enuHUI — Ha 23 % 1 0OMEHHOM SHEPTHH — Ha
10,6 % B cpaBHEHUH C 36pHOCCHAKOM, TIOJYUYCHHBIM 0€3 TpeAnoceBHOI 00padboTku. [lepeBapuBacMoCTh B
parMoHax CYXOro M OPraHMYECKOrO BEIIECTBA MPEBBIIaia KOHTPOoIb Bo 1l onbiTHOM rpymme Ha 4,06 % u
3,88 % cootBeTcTBeHHO. JKuBasi macca ObIYKOB B 10-Mecs4yHOM Bo3pacTe ObLia BbIlIe KOHTPOA B I u
IT onbrTHBIX Tpynmax Ha 3.4 % u 5,9 % cooTBeTCTBeHHO. BKIIFOUEHHE B PAIIMOH 3€PHOCCHAXA YBEIHYUIIO
KOHIIEHTPAILIMIO TIIOKO3bI B KPOBU MO CPaBHEHUIO ¢ KOHTposeM Ha 3.2 % I onsitHOM rpymme: u 10,2 % —
IT onpITHOM TpyHIBEL. KpoMe TOro, B IIPEICTaBICHHBIX PE3yJIbTaTaX dKOHOMHUYECKOH dhdhekTHBHOCTH OT-
MeJaeTcsl YBEeIWIeHHe YPOBHS peHTabenbHocTH B | onbITHOM rpynme Ha 1,5 %, Bo Il ombiTHOM rpynme —
Ha 2,9 % 10 CpaBHEHUIO C KOHTPOJIEM.

Knroueevie cnoea: Oblukm, Kazaxckas O€IOrojioBas MOpoJa, KOPMIICHHE, 3CpHOCCHAXK, JKUBAs
Macca, mpeArnoceBHas 00paboTka, MOJINOICH
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Abstract. The main condition for the formation of the economic efficiency in animal husbandry is
the complete animal nutrition. Feed is an important means of milk and meat producing, and provides 70%
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of animals’ productivity due to their biological and nutritional value. In recent years, scientific potential
and practical experience have been accumulated, allowing the production of high-quality feed with a high
energy component and satisfying the requirements of animals with minimal costs.

The effect of grain haylage in the diet of bulls on nutrients digestibility and growth dynamics was
studied in the conducted research. Three groups of bulls were formed with 10 heads each for this: control
group - the farm diet without grain haylage; I-st experimental group - the farm diet + grain haylage (with-
out pre-sowing seed treatment); II-nd experimental group - the farm diet + grain haylage obtained by pre-
sowing seed treatment with ultrafine molybdenum particles (MoQO). The data obtained indicate a positive
effect of pre-sowing treatment of leguminous crops (peas, barley and millet) seeds, which contributed to
an increase in dry matter by 12.7%; feed units by 23% and metabolizable energy by 10.6% in comparison
with the grain haylage obtained without pre-sowing treatment. The digestibility of dry and organic matter
in the diets of II experimental group exceeded the control by 4.06% and 3.88%, respectively. The live
weight of bulls from I and II experimental groups at the age of 10 months was higher than the control by
3.4% and 5.9%, respectively. The inclusion of grain haylage in the diet increased the glucose concentra-
tion in the blood of the I-st experimental group by 3.2% and II-nd experimental group by 10.2% compared
to the control. In addition, the presented results of economic efficiency show an increase in profitability
level in the I-st experimental group by 1.5% and in the II-nd experimental group by 2.9% compared to the
control.

Keywords: bulls, Kazakh White-Headed breed, feeding, grain haylage, live weight, pre-sowing
treatment, molybdenum
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BBenenue.

I'mobanpHas menovyka Mmpou3BOACTBA MPOAYKTOB MUTAHUSA W 0E30TIACHOCTH KOPMOB JUISI CKOTA SIB-
JISIETCS 4acTO 00CY)KIaeMOl TeMOW BBUJAY OCTPON MOTPEOHOCTH B BHICOKOKAYECTBEHHOW JEMIEBON TOBS-
nuHe (Wanapat M et al., 2011). Takoe nmpon3BoACTBO HANPSMYIO CBS3aHO C 3PPEKTUBHBIM HCIIOIH30Ba-
HUEM KopMa. UeM BBIIEe YCBOSIEMOCTh MUTATENBHBIX BEIIECTB, TEM OOJbIIee KOINIECTBO KOpMa UCTIONb-
3yercs ®KUBOTHBIMU (Zhao J et al., 2019). [l MHTEHCHBHOTO POCTa M Pa3BUTHSA HEOOXOAMMO KOPMHTh
OBIYKOB 00BEMHBIMU KOPMaMH, YTOOBI JTyUIlle HCIOIb30BATh MUTATEIFHBIC BEIIECTRA.

Y CTaHOBIICHO, YTO CHIIOCOBAHHBIM KOPM 00J1a1aeT JydIIeid MUTATEIBPHON IIEHHOCTRIO B IMeeT 00-
Jee AJUTENbHBIA CPOK XpaHEHHs H3-3a (epMeHTanuu MoiaodHokucibiMu Oaxrepusimu (Ke WC et al.,
2018; Imran M et al., 2020). D10 mocturaercs mMyTéM MPOU3BOACTBA KOPMOCMECMEH M3 KaueCTBEHHBIX
npon3BoHBIX kKoMnoHeHTOB (Ke WC et al., 2018).

PemennemM i panuoOHANBHOTO WCIONB30BAHUS MUTATEIBHBIX BEIIECTB Y JKUBOTHBIX CIYXKHUT
MPUMEHEHHE TPOTPECCUBHBIX METOIOB IMOYICHUS BEICOKOKAYECTBEHHBIX 3€IEHBIX KOPMOB Ha 3Tame IMo-
CCBOB C IPUMCHEHUEM MHKPOIJIEMEHTOB-KATAIN3aTOPOB IS MPOAYKTUBHOTO (POPMHUPOBAHUS OHMOMACCHI
pactenuii (Zou Y et al., 2018). OnHUM U3 aKTUBHBIX MHUKPOAJIEMEHTOB mpuxoautcs MoiudaeH (MoO,),
KOTOPEI HTPaeT BaXKHYIO POIIb B PA3IMIHBIX (PU3UKO-OMOXUMHIYECKUX MPOIECCaX PACTCHUHN, YIaCTBYET B
MeTaboIM3Me a30Ta, (POTOCHHTE3E, B BOCCTAHOBIICHUN HUTPATOB M 3aKpeIUICHHH acCUMIIITOpPoB (Rana MS et
al., 2020; Cantalapiedra-Hijar G et al., 2018; Alstrup L et al., 2016). C npumMeHeHHEM MHKPOIJIMEHTOB
MO>KHO ITOJTy4aTh BBICOKOKaYECTBEHHBIN yposKail M pacTeHHUs ¢ BEICOKUM COJEepKaHueM OelKka, Kpaxmala,
caxapa u kinerdatku (Cherdthong A et al., 2021). [Ipu saTom pacteHust UMEIOT BiIaxkHOCTh 50-55 %, Omna-
rojapsi ’TOMY BIIAroyJIepKHBAOIIAs CHJIA TOBBIMIACT JIEHCTBHE aHA3POOHBIX OAaKTEpUi, B B KOPME COXpa-
HSeTCs 00JIBIIOE KOJIMYECTBO JIETKOYCBOSIEMBIX BEIIECTB.
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He.]'lb Hccjaea10BaHus.
I/IBYLII/ITL BJIMSIHUE TIUTATEJIbHOM HEHHOCTH 3€PHOCCHAYXKA B pallMOHAX 6]>ILIKOB, MOJIY4YCHHOI'0 C UC-
IIOJIB30BAaHUCM METOJa HpeI[HOCGBHOﬁ O6pa6OTKI/I CCMSH IIPU BbIpalllMBAHUU 3eJIEHOM MacChl CMEIIaHHBIX

KyJbTYP.

MaTtepuaJjbl M METOABI HCCJIEA0BAHUS.

O0beKT ucciaenoBaHus. BEIYKN Ka3axckoil 0eJI0ro0BOM MOPOIABI BO3PACTOM 7 MECSIICB.

OO6cnyxuBaHUE KUBOTHBIX U AKCIEPUMEHTANBHBIC UCCIECIOBAHUS OBUTH BBITOIHEHB B COOTBET-
CTBHHM C WHCTPYKIHMSMH M PEKOMEHIAIMSAMH POCCHACKHX HOpMaTHBHBIX akToB ([Ipmkxa3z MwuH3mpasa
CCCP Ne 755 ot 12.08.1977 «O Mepax 1o JaJbHEWIIEMY COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHHUIO OpraHM3alMOHHBIX (opM
paboThI C UCTIOJIB30BAHUEM KCTIIEPUMEHTANBHBIX )XUBOTHBIX») U «Guide for the Care and Use of Labora-
tory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). I[Ipu npoBenenun uccie0Banuii ObI-
T TIPEIIPUHATEL MEPHI U 00CCIICYCHHUSI MUHIMYMa CTPaIaHUi KMUBOTHBIX M YMCHBIIICHUS KOJTUUECTBA
HCCIIETyEeMBIX OITBITHBIX 00pa3IioB.

CxeMa 3KkcnepuMeHTa. B HalMx MCCIEOBaHUSAX U3ydYaloCh BIMSHHUE 3€pHOCEHAXa U3 0000BO-
3JIaKOBBIX KYJIBTYp B PalliOHE OBIYKOB Ha MIEPEBAPUMOCTD IUTATEIBHBIX BEIIECCTB H POCTOBEIC XapaKTepH-
CTHKH. DKCIIEpUMEHTANIbHAs YacTh paboTel mpoBoauiack B 2022 roxy «MII Ildeiidep Anexcannp 'enpu-
xoBUY AkOyrnakckoro paiioHa cenmo ®EmopoBka» MpomoiDKUTENbHOCTBIO 142 nHsA. [nsg storo Obun
c(hOpPMUPOBAHBI TPU TPYTIEI OBIYKOB Ka3aXCKOW OEIOT0JI0BOM MOPOJIBI 7-MecsdHOro Bo3pacra mo 10 ro-
JIOB B Ka)KIIOM.

OnbITHOE NOTOJIOBBE CO/EPIKAIU B COOTBETCTBUM C IIPUHATOM B X03HCTBE TeXHOJOTHEH. Pannon
paccuuThIBANIU B COOTBETCTBUM ¢ HopMamu kopmieHus (Kanamuukos A.IL u ap., 2003), cknaneiBany B
OCHOBHOM U3 KOPMOB XO34HCTBa, TaK, KOHTPOJIbHAS TPYyIINa ObIUYKOB MOJIyyaia cOaJaHCHpOBaHHBIN paru-
OH 0e3 3epHOCeHaXa, OBIYKHU | ONBITHON TPYIIIBI MOJyYadu PallioOH X03SHCTBa+3epHOCEHAX U3 3epHO00-
00BOI1 cMecH, HE TTOIBEPTIIEHCS IPENITOCEBHOM 00padOTKN ceMsH, )KUBOTHEIE I ombITHO TpymIEl — pa-
IIMOH XO035iCTBa+3epHOCEHAX, ITOJIy4YSHHBIH C TIOMOIIBIO MPEIIOCeBHON 00pabOTKM CEMSIH MHKPOYaCTH-
namu Momu6aena (MoOz — u.p.10* mr/n, ¢ pasmepom 100-120Hm wu (- notenmmanom 27+0,12 mB),
pou3BeIéHHbIE B Kommanuu «llitasmorepmy, T. MockBa, Poccus).

Bo BpeMs skcniepuMeHTa CyTOYHBIM pallMOH COCTOST U3: 2 KT Pa3HOTPAaBHOIO CEHA; 5 KI 3epHOCe-
HaXka 13 3epHO0000BOI cMecH ropoxa, sS’uMeHs, mpoca B cooTHomenuu 1:2:1; 0,5 kr komOukopma u 0,4 kr
nmaToku. 3a c4€T MUHEpaJIbHOU MOJKOPMKH (COJNb M3yHeI) obecrednBaid OTPEOHOCTh B MUHEPATbHBIX
BEIIECTBAX.

[MapameTpsr pocta MONOAHAKA (PUKCHPOBAIH IO pPE3yNIbTaTaM WHAWBHUIYATBHBIX B3BEUIIMBAHHUL
yepe3 kaxaple 30 nHeil B yTpeHHHe 4achl. KpoBp 1uis aHanmza Opainu u3 ApEMEHOH BEeHBI B Hayaje U B
KOHIIE OTIBITA.

O0opynoBanune U TeXHHYeCKUE cpeAcTBa. VccnenoBanus BHIIOTHEHEI C UCIOIB30BAHUEM IIPH-
6opnoit 6a3e1 LIKIT BCT PAH http:/ukn-6¢t.pd. Becer mma B3BemmBanus sxuBotHeIX MUJJT MIT 600
BEJ(CK)A @-1 (100/200;2000x1000) «>Kusoit Bec» (Poccwust), Becbl BHECEHBI B TOCPEECTP M CEPTUPHIIN-
posansl o I'OCT. [Ins B3BemmBanus kopma ucnonb3oBaiu Becbl CAS SW-10 (FOxnas Kopes). ABroma-
tnaecknii reMatonormdeckmii anamuz URIT-2900 VetPlus («URIT Medical Electronic Group Co., Ltdy,
Kurait); aBromarudecknii ananuzatop CS-T240 («DIRUI Industrial Cj., Ltd», Kurait).

Cratucrnyeckas odpadorka. B pesynbrare ucciaenoBaHus MojydeHHbIE JaHHbIE 0OpadaThiBa-
JUCh ¢ TOMoIIkI0 porpammel «Microsoft Office» ¢ ucmonp3oBanuem nporpammsel «Excely» («Microsofty,
CIIIA). Pe3ynbraTsl ipeicTaBiICHBI B BUJE cpearero (M) u cTanaapTHOHW omuOku cpeanero (m). Jlocro-
BEPHOCTH pa3lIn4Mii CpPaBHUBAEMBIX IOKa3aTesel onpeessui no t-kpureputo CreiogenTa. JlocToBepHbI-
MU cunTaiu 3HadeHus npu P<0,05; P<0,01; P<0,001.

Pe3ynbTaThl HccieJ0BaHUI.

Brraku 1 onbrtHOM rpynmel moTpebnsun Ha 8,8 % Oombine 3epHOCEHAX A, yeM Obraku 11 rpymimsr
(Tabm. 1).
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Tabmuna 1. @akTHYeCKoe MOTPedieHHe KOPMOB H MMUTATEIbHbIX BElIECTB ObIYKAMHU B CYTKH,
KI/roJ1.
Table 1. Actual feed and nutrients intake by bulls per day, kg/head

I'pynna / Group
Hoxa3arens / Indicator KOHTpoJbHasi / | | onbITHas / I onbiTHAsN /
control 1 experimental | II experimental

CeHo pazHotpaBHoe / Mixed grass hay 2 2 2
3epHoceHax / grain haylage - 5 5
Kombuxopm / compound feed 2 2 2
ITatoka xopmoBas / Feed molasses 0,4 0,4 0,4
Conb nmusynen / Salt lick 0,033 0,033 0,033
B panwmonax conepxxurcs: / The rations contain

KOpM. €11, KT / feed units, kg 5,12 5,19 5,26

CyXOTO BeIlecTBa, Kr / dry matter, kg 5,66 5,81 5,94

obmenHoi sueprun Mk / metabolizable energy, MJ 56,6 59 60,1

CBIPOTO MPOTEHHA, T / crude protein, g 780 800 814

niepeBaprBaeMoro pOTenHa, T /digested protein, g 547 550 557

W3 npeacTaBieHHBIX JAaHHBIX CIETyEeT OTMETHUTH, YTO YKUBOTHEIEC 11 OMBITHOM TPYIIIBI TOTPEOMITH
OompIie cyxoro BemecTBa Ha 4,7 %, 4eM B KOHTpOJIbHOM Tpymme. KonmnuecTBO 0OMEHHO# SHEpTUU | Iie-
peBapuBaemMoro nporersa B I u Il onbITHBIX rpynnax Takke NpeBbIcHiIo KOHTpoib Ha 4,1-5,8 % u 0,5-1,7 %
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

XUMUYECKUH COCTaB 3ePHOCCHAXA TTO3BOJIIET 00SCIICUUTh OBIYKOB JICTKOYCBOSIEMOM KJIETYATKOM,
U TIPEKPACHO OalaHCHPYET €ro IO YHEPTUU U CyXOMY BemiecTBY. [1oaydeHHBIH 3epHOCEHAXK UMENT TPHUST-
HBIA (DPYKTOBBIN 3alax, COXPAaHUBIIYIOCS CTPYKTYPY PACTUTEIBHOTO ChIPhs, UMEIOLIETO JKENTO-3eNIEHBIN
1BeT.Pe3ynbTaThl XUMHUYECKOTO aHAIN3a 3epHOCCHAKa MPEICTaBICHBI B Ta0nuie 2.

Tabnuia 2. XuMH4YeCKUil cOCTaB 3ePHOCEHAKA
Table 2. Chemical composition of grain haylage

Bapuant 3aroroBku / Processing variant
Hoxa3atens / Indicator 0e3 00padoTku / ¢ odpadoTkoii MoO,/
without processing with MoO;processing

BnaxxHocTb 3epHOCceHaxa, % /Grain haylage humidity, % 49,6+0,51 52,8+0,46
Cyxoe BemiectBo, % / Dry matter, % 47+0,55 53+0,33
Kopmogsie enunuttst / Feed units 0,65+0,64 0,80+0,31
DHeprernyeckue kKopMoBbie enquHuIlsl (IKE), Ik / 0,86+0,59 0,95+0,36
Energy feed units (EFU), J
Oo6wmennas sueprust, MJIx /Metabilozable energy, MJ 9,02+0,45* 9,98+0,47*
Cripoii ipotenH, % / Crude protein, % 15,8+0,53 17,03+0,26
ITepeBapuBaemblii ipoTenH, T / Digested protein, g 11,4+0,37 12,9+0,51
Ceipas kieryatka, % / Crude fiber, % 22,47+0,34 26,2+0,29
Cripas 30ma, % / Crude ash, % 8,4+0,46 9,0+0,44
Cripoii xup, % / Crude fat, % 2,89+0,43 4,09+0,49

IIpumeuanwue: * — qocTOBEpHAs pa3HUIIA OINBITHBIX IPYI ¢ KOHTPOJbHOM rpynmoi (P<0,05)
Note: * — significant difference between experimental and control groups (P<0.05)

IIpencraBneHHple JaHHBIE XUMUYIECKOTO COCTaBa 3€PHOCEHAXKA ITOKA3aJId YBEIWUICHHE COJEepKa-
HUSI CyXOI'O BEILECTBA NMPH UCIoab30BaHUU M0oQ2, 4TO IPEBBICUIO KOHTPOJb Ha 12,7 %. Takxke mosydeH-
HBbIE NIOKA3aTeIH ¢ IPUMEHEHHEM YJIbTPAJAUCIEPCHBIX YACTHL YBEIUYMUIN COEP’KaHHE KOPMOBBIX €IUHHIL
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Ha 23 %; oOmennoit sHeprum — Ha 10,6 MJIX; ceiporo mporenHa — Ha 7,8 %; CBIpO# KIIeTU4aTKH — Ha
16,6 %; cbipoii 30561 — Ha 7,1 % u ceiporo xupa — Ha 29,3 %.

Bxittouenne B panioH OBIYKOB 3€pHOCEHaXKa COMPOBOXKAAIOCH YBEIIMYEHHEM NepeBaAPHMOCTH CY-
XOro U OopraHuyeckoro Bemiectsa Bo Il onbiTHOM rpynme Ha 4,06 % u 3,88 % coorBercTBeHHO. Bosnbimas
YCBOAEMOCTb B PAllIOHE CHIPOTO MPOTEUHA U ChIPOTro >kupa oTMeueHs! Bo Il rpynme, yto cocraBuio 2,51 %
u 2,71 % B cpaBHEHHHU C KOHTpoJeM. B To Bpems kak K03 PHUINEHT NepeBapruBaeMOCTH CHIPOI KJIeTJaT-
K1 OblT MakcuMaibHBIM B | rpymme, Ge3a30THCTBIE 3KCTakTUBHBIE BemiecTBa (BDB) B KOHTpOJIbHOH U
OTIBITHBIX TPYIIax ObUTH (DaKTHYECKHU OJTMHAKOBEHI (Ta01. 3).

Tabmuna 3. Koag¢unmeHnT nepeBapuBaeMoCTH NUTATEIBHBIX BeIIECTB PALHOHOB, %o
Table 3. Digestibility coefficient of nutrients in diets, %

I'pynna / Grou
Hoxka3zarens / Indicator KOHTPOJIbHas / I onbITHAR / II onbiTHAS /
control 1 experimental 11 experimental
Cyxoe BeniectBo / Dry matter 76,0+0,24 77,4+0,37 80,1+0,25*
Oprannueckoe BemecTBo / Organic matter 75,5+0,26 77,6+0,27 79,4+0,18*
Cripoii potenn / Crude protein 60,1+0,17 61,8+0,29 62,6+£0,30*
Cripoii xup / Crude fat 61,5+0,15 63,4+0,33 64,2+0,33*
Ceipas kierdarka / Crude fiber 62,6+0,21 64,4+0,29%* 63,8+0,23
B9B / NFE 83,1+0,31 83,4+0,42 84,1+0,26

[Ipumeuanue: * — focToBepHas pa3HUIIA ONBITHBIX IPYI ¢ KOHTPOJIbHOM rpymmoi (P<0,05)
Note: * — significant difference between experimental and control groups (P<0.05)

OCOOCHHOCTH TEePEBAPUMOCTH ITUTATEIFHBIX BEIISCTB PAIIMOHOB OBIYKOB OTPA3MINCh Ha (OPMHU-
pOBaHUM KUBOM MaccChl, B YaCTHOCTH OBIYKH, MOJyYaBIIHUE 3€pHOCEHAX 0e3 00pabOTKH, MPEBOCXOAUIU
KOHTPOJIBHBIX CBEPCTHUKOB K 9 MecsiaM Ha 4,3 %, a Bo Il omeiTHOM rpynme — Ha 5,4 %, B TO ke BpeMs B

10-mecstaroMm Bo3pacte — Ha 3,4 % u 5,9 % cootBeTcTBeHHO (Tabm. 4).

Tabmuna 4. JInHaMUKA KUBO MacChl MOJONBITHBIX OLIYKOB, KI

Table 4. Dynamics of live weight in experimental bulls, kg

I'pynna / Group
Bo3spacr, mec. / Age, months KOHTpO/IbHadA / I onbiTHAR / IT onbrTHAS /
control 1 experimental 1l experimental
7 200+0,21 203+0,31 205+0,34
8 229+0,18 236+0,25 2394+0,49*
9 258+0,28 269+0,11 272+0,28%*
10 289+0,23 299+0,21 307+0,33*

[Ipumeuanne: * — rocToBepHas pa3HMIIA ONBITHBIX TPYII ¢ KOHTPOIbHOH rpymmoit (P<0,05)
Note: * — significant difference between experimental and control groups (P<0.05)

N3 aroro cneayer, uto Obruku I ONBITHOM TPYIIBI, TOTPEONISBIINE 36PHOCEHAX, ITOYYCHHBIN C
NPUMEHEHHEM IPEAIoCeBHONH 00pabOTKH ceMsH, 3 (PeKTHBHEE UCIIONB30BAIN KOPM, YTO OTPa3MiIoCh Ha
npuBece )KUBOW Macchl (Talur. 5).
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Tabmuna 5. luHaMuka adCOIOTHOTO MPUPOCTA )KUBOH MacChl MOJONMBITHBIX OLIYKOB, KI/TOJ.
Table 5. Dynamics of live weight gain in experimental bulls, kg/head

I'pynna / Group
Bo3zpact, mec. / Age, months KOHTpPOJIbHas / I onbiTHAS / II onbITHAs /
control 1 experimental 11 experimental
7-8 28,7+0,43 33,1+0,36 33,7+0,60
8-9 29,3+0,35 32,2+0,31 33,2+0,68
9-10 30,8+0,25 30,7+0,47 34,5+0,54
7-10 88,8+0,11 96+0,57" 101,4+0,49*

[Tpumevanue: * — gocTOBepHas pa3HUIlA OMBITHBIX TPYI C KOHTPOJAbHOMU rpynmoii (P<0,05)

Note: * — significant difference between experimental and control groups (P<0.05)

JlaHHbIe TaOIHIBI 5 CBUAETENBCTBYIOT O MPEBOCXO/ICTBE HCIIOIb30BAaHHS 3€PHOCEHAXKA B palliOHe
oprukoB I u I omeITHBEIX Tpynn Hag KoHTpoiieM Ha 8,1 % u 14,1 % cooTBETCTBEHHO.
UTto KacaeTcss OMOXMMHYECKOTO COCTaBa KPOBH OBIYKOB, ObLTIO OOHAPYKEHO YBEITUUCHHE TIIFOKO3BI
Ha 3,2 % u 10,2 %, a Taxke yBenmuueHHne coaepxkanus Oenka Ha 38 % u 41 % B ONBITHBIX TPyHIax IO
CPaBHEHHIO C KOHTPOJIEM COOTBETCTBEHHO (Tabi. 6).

Tabmuma 6. BuoxuMHYeckHue NoKa3aTeJy KPOBH KPYIMHOI'0 POraToro CKOTa
Table 6. Biochemical parameters of blood in cattle

I'pynna / Group
Hoxaszareus / Indicator KOHTpoJibHasi / | I onbiTHAs/ 1 II onbrTHAsR /
control experimental | II experimental

I'moxo3a, mmonw/n / Glucose, mmol/l 3,72+0,02 3,84+0,04* 4,1+0,03*
OO6mmii 6enox, /1 / Total protein, g/l 66,3+0,04 108,3+0,15* 112,0+0,11*
AnsOymuH, /1 / Albumin, g/l 34,3+0,05 37,0+0,03** 38,0+0,04**
AJIT, En/n/ ALT, Units/l 36,1+0,01 34,4+0,05* 35,4+0,05%*
ACT, Ea/n/ AST, Units/I 70,5+0,05 69,1£0,04 72,4+0,06*
Burmpyoun oo, Mxmons/ / Total bilirubin, mol/l 2,47+0,04 2,65+0,12%* 3,17+0,08
Xomnectepun, Mmons/1 / Cholesterol, mmol/l 2,0+0,02 2,3+0,03* 2,31+0,05*
Tpurnunepuasl, Mmons/n /Triglycerides, mmol/l 0,10+0,03 0,13+0,02* 0,16+0,02
Mouesuna, mmons/1 / Urea, mmol/l 2,1+0,05 2,3+0,05* 2,6+£0,03*
Kpeatunun, mxmons/n / Creatinine, umol/l 105+0,16 147+0,25%* 113+0,14**
MoueBas kucnora, MkMoue/1 / Uric acid, umol/l 2,7+0,04 2,3+0,05* 2,4+0,04*
XKeneso, mxmons/n / Iron, umol/l 19,4+0,04 20,5+0,04 23,1+0,06*
Marnwuii, MMmoute/n / Magnesium, mmol/l 0,85+0,02 0,88+0,03 0,94+0,05
Kanpumii, Mmoan,i1 / Calcium, mmol/l 2,1£0,01 2,28+0,02* 2,48+0,05*
®dochop, mmone/n / Phosphorus, mmol/l 4,1+0,02 5,5+0,04* 6,6+0,03*

[Ipumeuanue: * — P<0,05; **— P <0,01 npu cpaBHEHUH C KOHTPOJIbHOM rpynmoit; AJIT —
anmannHaMuHOTpaHcpepasa; ACT — acmapraraMmuHOTpaHchepasa
Note: * — P<0.05; * * — P <0.01 when compared with the control group; ALT —
alanine aminotransferase; AST — aspartate aminotransferase

Bnusiaue npeamoceBHoi 06padoTku ceMssH MoO; Ha Ka4ecTBO 3epHOCCHaXKA IMPUBEIIO K yBeJInde-
HUIO BOJIOpacTBOpuMOro Oenka ansoymuna Ha 10,5 %. YpoBens anmanunamuHorpanchepassl (AJIT) yery-
nan koHTposmo Ha 1,9 %, a conmepxanme acnapraramuHoTpaHcdepassl (ACT) kpoBu ObUIO BBIMIE KOH-
Tposst Bo Il onbITHOM rpynmne 2,6 %. B onbITHBRIX Tpylnax 0TMEYaeTCsl YBEIMUCHHUE COJIEpKaHUs X0oJecTe-
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puna Ha 13 % u 13,4 %, a conepkanue Mo4eBUHBI — Ha 8,6 % 1 19,2 % B cpaBHEHUU ¢ KOHTPOJIEM COOT-
BETCTBEHHO. BBICOKOE coepikaHne KpeaTnHa, KOTOPHIH 3aTparnBaeT KOHEYHYIO CTa/IMI0 paciaaa Oenka B
NICYEHH U MBIILICYHON TKaHU, yBeanuuics B | onbITHOH rpynne Ha 28,5 %, Bo I onbiTHOM rpynne — Ha 7%
10 CPAaBHEHHIO C KOHTPOJIEM.

o mpencraBiaeHHBIM pacuéram (Tabi. 7) BAIOBBIM MPUPOCT ¢ OAHOW TOJIOBHI B | rpymme mpeBsI-
man KoHTpouib Ha 14,7 %, a Bo Il rpynmne — Ha 21,8 %.

Tabmuna 7. IxoHoMu4eckas 3pPeKTUBHOCTH UCIO0JIb30BAHNS 3€PHOCEHAMKA B PalliOHe ObIYKOB
Table 7. Economic efficiency of grain haylage using in the diet of bulls

I'pynna / Grou
Ioxa3zarens / Indicator KOHTpoJbHas / | I onbiTHast/ IT onbITHAs /
control I experimental | 1l experimental

KonnuecTBo )KUBOTHEIX B OIBITE, T01. / Number 10 10 10
of animals in the experiment, heads
JKuast macca 1 ronoBsl: / Live weight of 1 head.:

B HaUaJIe OIBITA, KT / at the beginning of the 200 203 205
experiment, kg

B KOHIIE OTIbITA, KT / at the end of the experiment, kg 289 299 307
ITonydeno BamoBOTO MPUPOCTA 32 MEPUO/T, OTIHITA 89 96 102
Ha 1 TonoBy, kr / Gross growth gained over the
experimental period per head, kg
CebectoumocTs 1 11 pupocta, py6. / The cost of 7601 8010 8514
1 ¢ of growth gain, rub.
IIpousBoacTBeHHBIE 3aTpaThl, pyo. / Production 61127 7146,3 7646,4
costs, rub.
Iena peanuzanuu, py0. / Realization price, rub. 7849 8111,4 8796,5
CroumocTb poayKIuu, pyo. /The cost 6514,7 7722 8374,3
of products, rub.
[pubsuns (yOBITOK), pyo0. / Profit (loss), rub. 402 575,7 7279
YpoBens perrabensHocTH, % / Profitability level, % 6,6 8,1 9,5

B onbITHEIX TpymHIax MponU3BOICTBEHHBIE 3aTpaThl ObIIH BhIE Ha 16,9 % u 25 %, HO Omaromaps
a0COJIFOTHOMY BaJIOBOMY IPHPOCTY OHH OKYHaJIHCh.

O} PeKTUBHOCTh MPUMEHEHHUS MPEANOCEBHON 00pabOTKU ceMsiH MUKpodactuiiaMmu MoQO; cocra-
BWJIA C OJTHOW TOJOBHEI 727,9 py0. mpu ypoBHe peHTabenmbHOCTH — 2,9 %. Vcnonap30BaHus 3epHOCCHAXA
0e3 mpenmoceBHOW 00pabOTKH COOTBETCTBEHHO — 557,8 py0./ron. u 1,5 % mo cpaBHEHHUIO C KOHTPOIEM.
W3 sToTO0 CnienmyerT, 4To BKIIOYEHHE B PAIlMOH 3epHOCEHAXka 0e3 IpenroceBHOM 00paboTKu U ¢ e€ mprume-
HEHUEM CIIOCOOCTBYET YBETUUYCHUIO PEHTA0ETIbHOCTH.

O0cy:k1eHne MOJIyYeHHBIX Pe3yJbTaTOB.

3a mocnenHee JecATUIIETHE OBICTPBIA POCT )KMBOTHOBOYECKOW OTPACIIM CIIOCOOCTBYET yBelUde-
HUIO UCIIOJIb30BaHUSI OOBbEMUCTBIX KOPMOB, IIOCKOJIBKY TaKas CTPaTeTrus KOPMIJICHUS SKOHOMHUYECKU 3-
(hexTHBHA ¢ TOYKHU 3peHUs MpoayKTuBHOCTH XKUBOTHEIX (Leal LN et al., 2021). B xauecTBe MOBBIIICHUS
MUTATEIBHON IEHHOCTH 3€JIEHOW MAacChl MPUMEHSETCS arpOTEXHUYECKOe OMOOOOTallleHHE C MOMOIIBIO
MIPENNOCeBHONM 00pabOTKM CEMSIH yIbTPaAUCIIEPCHBIMU YacTullaMu MonnOaena (MoQO»), 4To yBeIU4nuBaeT
coJiep>)kKaHHe MUTATEIbHBIX BemecTB B Held (Ramos DP et al., 2020). B uccinenosanusx Dhaliwal SS ¢
kosuteramu (2021) otmedaercs Bimsaue MonnoaeHa (MoO-2), KOTOPBIH YCHITMBAJ HAKOTUICHUE ITUTATEhb-
HBIX BEIIECTB B TKaHIX PACTeHMI U CIOCOOCTBOBAJ yBEJIMUEHUIO MUHEpalibHOTO cocTaBa N, P, K, Fe, Mn,
Zn, Cu u Mo B 3enéHoii Mmacce 6000BBIX KyJbTYp. BKiItoueHe 3epHOCEHaXka B COCTaB PAIIMOHOB CIIOCO0-
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CTBYET YBEIIMYCHUIO MMOTPEOJICHHUS IPOTEHHA U yCBAMBAEMOW SHEPTUH, TEM CaMbIM YIyUIIAeT TEMITbI PO-
cta kpynHoro poraroro ckora (Ferrinho AM et al., 2020).

IMpoBenénnble MccienOBaHMUs TOKA3aJIM IOJOXKUTEIBFHOE BIMSHHUE INPEIIIOCEBHOW 00pabOTKH
ceMsiH MoO; Ha KaueCTBEHHBIE ITOKA3aTeNIN 3epHOCeHaXKa. Tak, sHepreTuyeckasi IEHHOCTb KOpMa, Cofep-
JKaHWEe CBHIPOTO MPOTEHHA U CHIPOH KJIeTYaTKu ObUIH BhIme KoHTpoins Ha 10,6 %; 7,8 %; u 16,6 % coot-
BETCTBEHHO.

KagecTBO XUMHYECKOTO COCTaBa 3epPHOCEHAXKa COMPOBOXKIAIOCH YBEIMUCHUEM IEpEeBapUBAEMO-
CTH cyxoro BeulectBa y Il onbITHON rpymniibl IO cpaBHEHUIO ¢ KOHTpoJieM Ha 4,06 %; cblporo nporerHa u
ceIporo xupa — Ha 2,51 % u 2,71 % cooTBETCTBEHHO. DTO CIIOCOOCTBOBATIO YBEIMUCHHUIO KUBOU MACCHI
6b1ukoB Bo Il rpymme Ha 14,1 % B cpaBHEHUH C KOHTPOJIEM.

B uccnenopanusx benosoit C.H. u Ilnemkosa B.A. (2022) npupocT XKMBOK MacChl MPU UCIIONIb-
30BaHUM B pallOHE MOJOIHSKA 3€PHOCEHA)ka M3 BHKO-SUMEHHOU cMecH cocTaBmi 9,4 % c mpuOBLIBIO
1184,8 pyomneit Ha romoBy. Hampumep, 1718 yBeImdeHMs CpEIHECYTOYHOTO mpupocTa Ha 17,8 % pexomeH-
JIyeTCs HCIOIB30BATh 371aKOBO-0000BBIH CHIIOC BMECTO KYKYpPY3HOTO, BBUY IOJIOKUTEIEHOTO JTEUCTBUS
Ha UHTEHCUBHOCTH pocTa Ha 20,2 % (Suko H.A. u ap., 2010). BBogumelil B pannoH OBIYKOB HAa OTKOPME
3epHOCCHAXX W3 SYMEHsI CITOCOOCTBOBAJI yBEJIIMUYEHHUIO BayoBoro mpupocra Ha 9,2 kxr (ITaBmens A.K.,
2021).

IIuTarensbHble BellecTBAa NMEPEBAPUBAIOTCS M YCBAMBAIOTCS OPraHU3MOM M IIEPEHOCATCS depes
KPOBOTOK B TKaHH, KIICTKU U opranbl. ClieZI0BaTeIbHO, OMOXHMMUYECKUI COCTaB KPOBH MOXET JIaTh XOpPO-
U OTBET Ha yPOBEHb MOTPEOJICHNS] MUTATENBHBIX BEHIECTB B OpraHm3Me. B TeKymiem ucclieIoBaHUH
coJIeprkaHMe TIIFOKO03bI OBIJI0 3HAYNTENHHO BhIE Bo I onbiTHOM rpymme Ha 10,2 % 1o cpaBHEHHIO ¢ KOH-
tpoiem. Copeprkanue oOIIero 0enka u arb0yMIHA TaKXKe TMPEBBICHIO KOHTpob Ha 41 % u 10,5 % coot-
BETCTBEHHO. PaIvoHbl, JOMOTHEHHbBIE 36PHOCCHAXKOM, YBEINYUBAIN KOHIICHTPALUIO MOYEBHHBI B HACTO-
SIIEM UCCIIeIOBAHUH, YTO MOXKET OBITH cBs3aHO, Mo MHeHHI0 Puppel K and Kuczynska B (2016), ¢ Bbico-
KM CcofiepKaHueM Oenka B mo0erax ropoxa.

IMosTomy > dexTrBHOE NCTIONB30BaHNE 3ePHOCEHAKA MOKET CHU3UTh 3aTPaThl HA KOPMJICHHE U
JIOTIOTHUTEIIFHO YIIYUIIUTh MOKAa3aTed MPUPOCTa KPYMHOI'O POraroro CKOTa, YTO MO3BOJHUT YBEIUYHUTH
SKOHOMHUYECKYIO BBHITOMY.

3akJ0uenue.

Hacrosimmee uccnenoBanue mokas3ajio HEIeco0O0pa3HOCTh BKIIOUEHHS 3€pHOCEHa)Ka M3 3JIaKOBO-
0000BOIf CMeCH B paIlMOH KPYITHOTO pOTaTOro CKOTa, YTO B JAIBHEHIIEM OyIeT HalpaBiIeHO Ha pa3paboT-
Ky CBIPHEBBIX KOHBEHEPOB IS MPOU3BOJCTBA OOBEMUCTHIX KOPMOB HAa OCHOBE PECypCOCOEpEerarominx
TEXHOJIOTUH WX BO3JCIBIBAHUS; MOBBIIICHHE 3PPEKTHBHOCTHA MCIOIB30BaHUS MOYBEHHO-KITMMATHICCKUX
PECypcoB, YBEIMIECHUE BHIX0Aa BEICOKOTIPOTEMHOBOTO PACTUTEIFHOTO CHIPHSL.

Takum oOpa3om, BBEIEHHBIN B pallioH 3€pHOCEHAXK IOBBIIIACT IIEPEBAPUBAEMOCTh CYXOTO U Op-
TAaHWYECKOTO BEIMIECTBA, CHIPOTO MPOTEHHA CHIPOTO XKHPA, YTO CIIOCOOCTBOBAIO YBEIUICHHUIO KHUBOU Mac-
CBI OBIYKOB Ka3axCKo# OesoronoBoi mopoast I rpynmet Ha 3,4 %, a Bo Il — Ha 5,9 % oTHOCHTEIBHO panu-
OHa x03s1iicTBa (0e3 3epHOCCHaXA).
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