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Annomayun. B KOPMIICHUH TEAT MOJIOYHOTO MEPHOAA YACIAIOT OONbIIOe BHUMaHHE HCIIONb30-
BaHUIO IPOOHOTHYECKUX JOOABOK M MPETAPATOB, KOTOPHIE SBISIOTCS aHTArOHUCTAMH YCIOBHON U yCIIOB-
HO-TIATOTEHHOH MHKPOQIIOPHI KETyAOYHO-KUIIEYHOTO TpakTa. J[aHHBIE KOpPMOBBIE JHOOABKM CITIOCOOHBI
CTHMYJIUPOBATh AKTHBHOCTH IMHIICBAPUTEIBHBIX (PEPMEHTOB M MOTYT BBIJCIIATh HATypalbHBIC aHTHOWO-
TUKH JUTsl ofaBieHus nHdeknuii. McciaenoBanus Obutn npoBeneHbl B PecnyOnuke bamkoproctan ¢ 1e-
JIBI0 U3YUYEHUS BIUSHUS Pa3HBIX 703 KOMIUIEKCHOH KopMoBoi no0aBku KopmosuMm-IT Ha Mukpoorom xe-
TyJOYHO-KUIIIEYHOTO TpakTa. Hamu ObuTH chOopMUpPOBAHEI 4 TPYIIIBL TEIAT TOMIITHHCKON MOPOJIBI, KOTO-
PBIM CKapMJIMBaJIM JaHHBIM MPOOMOTHK B KoimdecTBe 6, 9 m 12 r/ron. cooTBeTCTBEHHO. TensiTa KOH-
TPOJIBHOM IPYMIIBI HOTYyYaal OCHOBHOM pannoH, 6e3 BKIIOUEHHUS H3y4yaeMoro NpoOHOTHKa. Y CTaHOBJICHO,
YTO UCTIONIb30BaHue (hepMeHTHO-TIpodnoTrdeckoro npemukca Kopmoszum-I1 Ha 0cHOBE MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB
Lactobacillus acidophilus, Streptococcus faecium, Propionibacterium shermanii, Azotobacter vinelandii
YIIYUIIUIO MUKPOONOM KHIIEYHHKA, YTO OIpeIeNIEHHBIM 00pa3oM OTpa3miIoch Ha aHaJM3e KPOBH MOJIOY-
HBIX TeIAT. BkIloueHue B cOCTaB palMoHa TenaT KopMoBoH n1o6aBku Kopmosum-IT criocobcTBOBAO M10-
BBIIIICHUIO KOJIMYECTBa JiakToOakTepuit ¢ 6,44 mima KOE/r no 8,22 muua KOE/r. Ilpu sTOM npoucxoaut
yBenumueHne Oudumodakrepuii ¢ 7,22 mua KOE/r mo 9,62 mm KOE/r u ymeHbieHne KOHIICHTpauu
E.coli ¢ 6,22 mau KOE/r 1o 3,92 maa KOE/r B cpaBHEHHH C )KUBOTHBIMH, HE MTOTPEOJIIBIINMH POOHO-
TUK. BeposaTHo, yiydllieHne MUIIEBApeHHUs B Pe3yJIbTaTe HUCIOIB30BaHMS MPOOMOTHYECKUX MHUKPOOpra-
HU3MOB MPUBOJMT K YBEJIIMYEHHUIO TeMorioonna ¢ 96,6 r/n no 114 r/n. ITokazarenn abCONFOTHOTO U OTHO-
CUTEIBHOI0 POCTa )KUBOM MacChl IpeBbIIIAIN KOHTPoIIb Ha 14,8 %, CoXpaHHOCTb TEIAT IPU 3TOM BO BCEX
rpynmnax 6buia 100 %. 3aTpaThl KOpMOB Ha IPUPOCT 1 Kr KHUBOI MAcchl y TEJISAT ONBITHBIX TPYI ObUIH Ha
9,0 % MeHbIlIe IO CPABHEHHUIO ¢ KOHTPOJIEM. Y CTaHOBJICHA ONTUMAaNbHas fo3a BHeceHUs: Kopmosuma-I1 —
9 r/rom.

Kniouegvie cnosa: tensara, TOMUTHHCKAS TOpoja, KopMieHHe, mpoobnotuk, Kopmosum-I1, mukpo-
¢opa exanuii, reMaToNIOTHUECKHE TIOKA3aTENH, PACX0 KOPMOB
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Abstract. In feeding calves of the dairy period, much attention is paid to the use of probiotic sup-
plements and preparations that are antagonists of conditional and conditionally pathogenic microflora of
the gastrointestinal tract. These feed additives are able to stimulate the activity of digestive enzymes and
can release natural antibiotics to suppress infections. Studies were conducted in the Republic of Bashkor-
tostan to study the effect of different doses of complex feed additive Kormozim-P on the microbiome of
the gastrointestinal tract. We formed 4 groups of Holstein calves, which were fed this probiotic in the
amount of 6, 9 and 12 g/head, respectively. The calves of the control group received the main diet, without
the inclusion of the studied probiotic. It was established that the use of the enzyme-probiotic premix
Kormozim-P based on the microorganisms Lactobacillus acidophilus, Streptococcus faecium, Propioni-
bacterium shermanii, Azotobacter vinelandii improved the intestinal microbiome, which in a certain way
was reflected in the blood test of dairy calves. The inclusion of feed additive Kormozim-P in the diet of
calves contributed to an increase in the number of lactobacilli from 6.44 million CFU/g to 8.22 million CFU/g. At
the same time, there is an increase in bifidobacteria from 7.22 million CFU/g to 9.62 million CFU/g.
Along with this, there is a decrease in the concentration of E. coli from 6.22 million CFU/g to 3.92 million
CFU/g in comparison with animals that did not consume the probiotic. Probably, the improvement in di-
gestion because of the use of probiotic microorganisms leads to an increase in hemoglobin from 96.6 g/l to
114 g/1. The indicators of absolute and relative growth of live weight exceeded the control by 14.8%,
while the safety of calves in all groups was 100%. The cost of feed for the gain of 1 kg of live weight in
calves of the experimental groups was 9.0% less compared to the control. The optimal dose of Kormozim-P was
established - 9 g/head.
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Beenennue.

Cpenu BemiecTB, 00JIaIalOMIMX aHTUMUKPOOHBIM JIEWCTBHEM, 3aCITy)KHBAIOT BHUMAaHUS HMPOOHO-
THYECKUE TpenapaThl Ha OCHOBE MOJIC3HBIX MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB, KOTOPBIE OKA3bIBAIOT BIUSHHUE Ha pa3BU-
THE HOPMAITBHONH MUKPO(MIOPH! KAIIEYHIKA MOJIOJHSIKA CEIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX KUBOTHBIX, B T. 9. TEJIAT
moJiouHoro nepuoaa (Areee b.B., 2021; 3a6omonkas T.B. m mp., 2021; Bopobses H.W. u ap., 2021).
[IprMeHeHre B KOPMIICHHH TEJAT MPOOMOTHKOB, COAEPIKAINX B CBOEH OCHOBE JIaKTO- M Omdumodaxre-
pUH, CTPENTOKOKKOBBIE MUKPOOPTaHU3MBI, IPUBOAUT K CHUKCHUIO KOJIMYECTBA MAaTOICHHOW U YCIOBHO-
TIATOreHHOM MHKPOMIOPHI KHIIIEYHNKA H CTPECCOBBIX BO3ACHCTBHI Ha OpraHm3M skuBoTHOro (Mbsusipsiv E.A.
u 1p., 2020; Kyxapenko H.C. u ap., 2019; Mypamos A.T'., 2021).

Haub6omnpuryo 3pQeKkTHBHOCTh B KOPMJICHUH TEJAT MOKa3aJIHM NMPOOUOTHUKH, KOTOPBIE CIIOCOOHBI
IpefoTBpaIIaTh Iuapero U MH(EKIMOHHbIEe 3a00JIeBaHNs, TOCKOIBKY 33 CUET BBIACTICHUS aHTHOMOTHKOB
CHIDKAIOT POCT matoreHHoi MukpoOuots! (Eropos U.A. u ap., 2019; Sudan S et al., 2023). Onu croco6-
CTBYIOT MpOQMIAKTUKE 3a00JeBaHUN ey JOYHO-KUIIEYHOIO TPaKTa B Pe3yjIbTaTe aKTHBALUK HHIIEBa-
PpUTEIBHBIX (DEPMEHTOB, BBIACICHHUS aHTaTOHHUCTUYHBIX K NMATOreHaM OENKOBBIX MOJEKYJ, TOAABIISIOMINX
E. coli. Tak, Bxomsmue B coctaB Kopmoszum-IT anunoduinpHble 1aT00aKTEPUH, CTPEITOKOKKH U ITPOITHO-
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HOBOKHCIJIbIE OaKTEepHH, MMOYBEHHbIE MHUKPOOPTaHHM3MBI, TIpelCTaBIeHHbIE Azotobacter vinelandii, Bkyme
TpeOYIOT JalbHEUINX W OoJiee YriayOJICHHBIX HCCIENOBAaHUN B OTHOIICHHH BIUSHUA HAa MUKPOQIOPY
KUIIIEYHUKA U BO3JIEHCTBHE HA MUKPO(IOPY KHIIEYHOTO COJEP)KUMOTO M TeMaTOJIOrHYECKUE MTOKa3aTelu.

ean uccienoBanusi.

OmnpenenuTh BIMSHUE HCIOIB30BAaHUA KOpMOBOil 1o6aBkn Kopmosum-I1 Ha ocHOBe Lactobacillus
acidophilus n Streptococcus faecium, Propionibacterium shermanii, Azotobacter vinelandii Ha MUKpo-
Gbyopy KHIICUHHKA U TIOKAa3aTeIH KPOBHU TEIIAT.

MartepuaJjbl H METOABI HCCJIEI0OBAHNSI.

O0bekT uccaeqoBanus. YucTonopoaHbIe TENATA TOJMITHHCKON MOPOIBI.

OO0cCITy’)KMBaHKE )KUBOTHBIX W AKCIIEPUMEHTAJILHBIC MCCIICT0BAaHUs ObLTH BBITIOJHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBHM C MHCTPYKIHMAMH M PEKOMEHMIAIIMAMH POCCHIICKMX HOpMaTHBHBIX akToB (1987 r.; [Ipnkas Mun-
3apaBa CCCP Ne 755 ot 12.08.1977 «O Mepax Ho JalbHEHIIEMY COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUIO OPraHU3aLUOH-
HBIX (popM pabOTHI C MCIIOIH30BAHUEM IKCIIEPUMEHTANBHBIX KUBOTHBIX») U «Guide for the Care and Use
of Laboratory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). I1pu npoBenenun uccieno-
BaHWU OBUIM MPEANPHUHATHI MEPhI JJIA OOecreYeHUs] MUHUMYyMa CTPaJaHHi KUBOTHBIX U yMEHBIICHHUS
KOJIMYECTBA MCCIIEAYEMBIX OMBITHBIX 00Pa3IIoB.

Cxema 3xcniepuMenTa. ONBITH TPOBOIUIIUCH B T€UEHHE 3 MECAIIEB HA YHCTOIOPOIHBIX TEJSTaX
TOIMmTHHCKON mopoxasl Ha npeanpustud OO0 «Arpodupma batipamrym»y Yuanuuckoro parona Peciry0-
mmkn bamkoprocran. Tenst mombupann B 4 Tpymnmel MO JaTe DPOKIECHUSA, IIOJNY M KHBOHM Macce, I10
10 ocobeli 7-IHEBHOTO BO3pacTa B Ka)KIOW. YCJIOBMS OIBITA OBUIM MIEHTHYHBI JUISI BCEX MCIBITYEMBIX
rpymi. Cxema KOpMIIEHHS TEIAT B JaHHBIN Ieproj pa3paboTaHa ¢ MCIIOIL30BAHUEM NETAIN3UPOBAHHBIX
HOPM KOpMJIeHHUs. TeIsiTaM OMBITHBIX I'PYIIN IOMOJHUTEIHHO K OCHOBHOMY PAllMOHY €KEIHEBHO B COCTAa-
Be KOMOMKOPMa BBOIWIIM 6, 9 1 12 T B CYTKH Ha TOJIOBY KOpMOBYIO 100aBky Kopmosum-I1. Ha 1 sHepre-
THYECKYI0 KOPMOBYIO €IMHHUIly npuxoawiock 130 r mepeBapumoro mpotenHa. Cxema dKCIepUMEHTa
npencrasieHa B Tabnwmie 1.

Tabmunal. Cxema 3KkcriepuMeHTa
Table 1. Experimental scheme

KoanuectBo rosqos B rpyn- | /loza Kopmosuma-II, BBoaumoro
I'pynna / Group ne / Number of heads in the | B pauuon / The dose of Kormozim-
group P introduced into the diet
KonTpomnwHas / control 10 -
1 onteiTHAs / 1 experimental 10 6 r/ron. / 6 g/head
2 omnbiTHAA / 2 experimental 10 9 r/ron. / 9 g/head
3 ombiTHAs / 3 experimental 10 12 r/roxn. / 12 g/head

B3BemmBanue mOIOMBITHOTO MOJIOIHSIKA TTPOBOAMIN ofauH pa3 B 30 AHEHN B OJHO U TO K€ BpeMms,
nepen KopMiieHHEM. AHAIU3 KPOBH Opalid TI0 OKOHUYAHHWIO OTbITa M3 APEMHOM BEHBI Yepe3 3 yaca Imocie
KopMJIeHHUS. 3a00p KPOBHM OCYIICCTBILLICS B BaKYyMHBIE TIPOOUPKH, OTACIBHO IS IIENFHOU KPOBHU U CHI-
BOpOTKH. CBIBOPOTKY OT/IEISUIN OT KpoBHU neHTpudyruposanueM npu 2000 06./MuH B Tedenue 10 MUHYT.

MukpoOHOIOTHIEeCKOE HCCIeIOBaHNe (heKaIUi TeIAT NpoBoaAiIK Ha 90-i OMBITHEIN eHb. B kane
MIPOBOMIIA TUITH3AINIO0 OM(UI0- U JTaKTOOAKTEPHd, KUIIEYHON Manoyku. [1poObl U3BlIeKau U3 MPAMO
KHIITKH, UCTIONIB3YsI CTEPUIIbHBIC TTepUaTku U pooupku. OOpasiiel XpaHuwiu npu temmneparype -20 °C, uc-
MOJIB3YsI MOPO3MIIBHBIE KAMEPHL.

O0opynoBanue U TeXHUYECKHE CpPeACcTBa. [ eMaTomornaeckre mokKa3arean ONpeaeiisuIn Ha IPH-
6opax StatFax (Awareness Technology Inc., CLLA) u AbacusJuniorB (Diatron, Benrpus) ¢ npumenenu-
eM tecT-HabopoB «OmbBekcy (OmpBekce Jnarnoctukym, Poccust) OTASTBEHO MO KaXIOMY aHATH3UPYEMOMY
MIOKA3aTeNIo 110 YTBEPKAEHHBIM METOIUKAM JIJISl aHATH3aTOPOB.

CraTucTuyeckasi 00padoTka. AHAIU3 PE3yJIbTaTOB WCCIECIOBAHUN MPOBOAMICS B MPOTrpaMMe
«Statistica 10.0» («StatSoft Inc.», CIIIA). JJocToBEPHOCTH JaHHBIX OIPENEIIUIA, ONUPAsICh HA KPUTEPHUI
CreiofenTta. Pa3nuums B cpaBHHBA€MBIX TPyNIax CYUTAINCH CTATUCTUYCCKH 3HAYMMBIMH IIPU YPOBHE
omun6Oku nepsoro ypoBHs (P) menee 0,05.
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Pe3ynbTaThl Hccie0BaHUI.
MukpobuornieHo3 QeKanuii TelsIT B 3-MECIYHOM BO3pacTe MpeicTaBieH B Ta0m. 2.

Tabmuma 2. Mukpodopa KMIIEeYHHKA TeJIAT NP HCIOab30BaHuM npoduoTnka Kopmosum-II,
mJaH KOE/r (X+Sx, n=3)
Table 2. Intestinal microflora of calves when using the probiotic Kormozim-P, min CFU/g

(X+£Sx, n=3)
I'pynna / Group
Hoxa3zarens / Indicator | xontposbHas/ 1 onbiTHAS / 2 onbITHad / 3 onbITHAA /
control 1 experimental | 2 experimental | 3 experimental
Jlakro6aktepuu /
Lactobacilli 6,44+0,38 6,98+0,48 7,92+0,36* 8,22+0,56*
bupunobakreprn /
Bifidobacteria 7,2240,36 8,12+0,46 9,48+0,64* 9,62+0,68*
Owiepuxun/ Escherichia 6,22:0,62 5,12+0,52 3,92:0,46* 4,08:+0,28*

[pumeuanne: 31eck u nanee * — P<0,05
Note: hereinafter * — P<0.05

CoriacHO AaHHBIX HAIIUX OIBITOB, MCIOJNB30BAaHHE B KOPMIEHHH TEJSAT MOJOYHOTO TEPHOAA
npobuotnyeckort nob6asku KopmosuMm-IT npu ncnonb3oBanuu 9 u 12 1/1011. B CyTKH NPUBOJIUIIO K YBEIH-
YEHHIO YUCIEHHOCTH Omdumo- u gakrodakrepmii Ha 31,3-33,2 % wu 23,0-27,6 % COOTBETCTBEHHO, YUTO
COIIPOBOKJAIOCH 3HAUNTEIFHBIM CHIDKEHHUEM KOJIMYECTBA KUIIEUYHON Majo4yku Ha 63,0-65,6 % B cpaBHe-
HHUH C KOHTPOJIeM, He moTpebsisiBieM npobuotuka (P<0,05).

['emaronorudeckue mokasaTeiau MpUBeIeHBI B TabIuIE 3.

Tabnuua 3. MopdoJiorudyeckuii coctaB U OHOXMMHYECKHE TOKA3aTe/ I KPOBHU NMOJAONBITHBIX TEJISAT
B 3-MecsiuHOM Bo3pacte (X£Sx, n=3)
Table 3. Morphological composition and biochemical blood parameters of experimental
3-month calves (X+Sx, n = 3)

I'pynna / Group
IMoka3zarenn /
Indicator KOHTPOJIbHas1/ 1 onbiTHAS / 2 onbITHAsA/ 3 onbiTHas/
control 1 experimental | 2 experimental | 3 experimental
Jetikouuter (WBC), 10%/1/
White blood cells, 10°/1 8,64+0,68 9,22+0,72 9,24+0,94 9,32+0,76
Dputpouuts (RBC), 10'%/1 /
Red blood cells, 10'%/1 8,64+0,28 8,82+0,28 8,62+0,22 9,12+0,44
I'emorno6un (Hb), r/m /
Hemoglobin, g/l 96,6+3,44 106,6+3,64 112,4+3,08* 114,843,62%
OO0wwmii 6enoxk, r/m /
Total protein, g/l 64,2+2,22 64,4+2,98 66,4+3,22 66,6+3,32
I'mroxo3a, Mmmons/n /Glucose, mmol/l 4,28+0,26 4,32+0,44 5,22+0,46 4,48+0,42
AcAT, mmons/ (a*m) /
AsAT, mmol/ (h*l) 0,58+0,07 0,52+0,22 0,56+0,24 0,58+0,22
AnAT, mmos/ (u*m) /
AIAT, mmol/ (h*]) 0,42+0,22 0,46+0,24 0,48+0,22 0,52+0,36
OOwmmii KaJIbIyid, MMOJIB/T /
Total calcium, mmol/l 2,62+0,22 2,65+0,44 2,92+0,54 2,96+0,56
Heopranudaeckuit gpocgop,
MMOJI/ / Inorganic
phosphorus, mmol/l 1,39+0,12 1,44+0,13 1,68+0,42 1,69+0,18
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Mopdonoruueckuit cocTaB 1 OMOXMMHUUYECKHE [TOKa3aTeNId KPOBU MOAOMBITHBIX TEJAT B 3-Mecs4-
HOM BO3pacTe HaxOJOJWINCh B mpenenax (usnonorundeckoir Hopmsl. [Ipu 3TOM Hcmons3oBaHue nmpodro-
tika Kopmosum-II B pammonax B mo3e 9 u 12 r Ha TONOBY B CYyTKH CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO MOBBIIICHHIO TE€MO-
robuHa Ha 16,4 u 18,8 % (P<0,05) B 3 1 4 onbITHBIX IpyHIax cCOOTBETCTBEHHO. OOBIYHO TaKUe U3MEHE-
HHS B COCTaBE KPOBH YKa3bIBAalOT Ha 60Jiee BHICOKYIO €CTECTBEHHYIO PE3UCTEHTHOCTD TENAT U XapaKTEPHBI
JUI HHTEHCUBHO PACTYIIHUX XKUBOTHBIX.

IIpu cTONpOLEHTHONW COXPAaHHOCTH KUBOTHBIX BO BCEX Ipynmnax B 3 U 4 ONBITHBIX CPEIHECYTOU-
HBIN MIPUPOCT TENAT OBLI BBILIE IO CPABHEHUIO C KOHTPOJIBHOM rpynmoil Ha 14,7 u 14,8 % npu ogHOBpe-
MEHHOM CHIDKEHHH 3aTpaT KOPMOB Ha 1 Kr >kuBoii Maccel Ha 8,8 1 8,9 % 1o cpaBHEHUIO ¢ KOHTPOJIBHOM
rpymmoi. OgHaKo B 4 ONMBITHOW TPYMIE C YBEIUYCHUEM JI03bI MPOOUOTHKA SKBUBAJICHTHOTO TIOBBIIIICHHS
MHTEHCHBHOCTH POCTa TEJIAT HEe MPOM30ILT0. TakuM o0pa3zoM, 3¢ (heKTHBHON 10301 MPOOHOTHKA SIBIISETCS
91 Ha | TOJIOBY B CyTKH.

OO0cyskneHne NoJIy4eHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaToB.

B nccnenoanmsax Stefanska B ¢ xomreramu (2022) ycTaHOBIECHBI pa3indus B ypOBHE HMPOIYK-
TUBHOCTH TEJIAT, B 37I0POBbE, KOJMIMYECTBE OAKTEPHIA B KUIICYHUKE M (PEKATUSIX, IPUCYTCTBUU B HEM MUK-
pOOPraHU3MOB OT IMPUMEHEHHS MPOOHOTHUYECKUX KOPMOBBIX N00ABOK C Pa3lIWYHBIM HaOOPOM IITaMMOB.
PesynbTaTsl HccienoBaHnil MOKa3aidH, 9TO MEUKPOOHOE pa3HooOpa3ne (ekannii TeCHO CBA3aHO C BO3pac-
TOM TeNEHKA, COCTOSIHHEM MMMyHHTeTa W Temmamu ero pocra (Liu B et al., 2022; Mansilla FI et al,,
2022). IlomyueHHble HAMH JaHHBIE coTiacyloTcs ¢ nanHeiMU Fan P et al., (2021), Guo Y et al. (2022),
Liang Y et al. (2020).

B craree Wang L ¢ komeramu (2023) mpuBOuTCS MaTepral MO BIHSHHUIO MPOOHMOTHIECKUX TIpe-
napaToB Ha OpraHu3M Tesdar. [ atoro uccnenosano 49 mpod, KOTOpble OBUTM OTOOpaHBI IJIsl MEeTaaHaU-
3a. Pe3ynbraTel MccneqoBaHUM MPOOMOTHYECKUX IPENapaToB Ha TENATaX IMOKA3alH, YTO NPOOHMOTHKU
CIOCOOCTBOBAIIM POCTY JKMBOW Macchl TelAT Ha 1,988 Kr u cpeHeCyTOYHBIX MPUPOCcTOB — HA 40,7 T/CyT,
noBeICHIIN KO3 ¢unmeHT kouBepcun kopma Ha 0,073 %. Hapsay ¢ 3TuM ObUTH yCTaHOBICHBI H3MEHEHHS
B COJIepKaHUM KUCIIOT B pyOIle: ypoBeHb alerata CHU3WICS Ha 2,815 MMOJIB/I IpH OJJHOBPEMEHHOM I10-
BhIIieHUK OyTupata Ha 0,788 MMob/1. Beulo 00HAPYKEHO MOJNIOKUTEIHHOE BO3/CHCTBHE MPOOHOTHYE-
CKHX MHKPOOPTaHHU3MOB M Ha ImapameTpbl kpoBu: npousonuio cHmxkenne ACT Ha 4,188 Exn/n, a ypoBeHb
IgG noBeicuinicst Ha 0,698 T/, 94TO CBUAETEIHCTBOBAIO O MOBHINICHHH MMMYyHHTeTa TensaT. Kommdaectso
IgA Bo3pocio Ha 0,313 /i, a IgM — Ha 0,262 /1. OO0IIas aHTUOKCHIAHTHAS CIIOCOOHOCTH CBIBOPOTKH
yBennuuiack Ha 0,441 En/mi o cpaBHEHUIO ¢ KOHTposieM. Kpome Toro, mpoOHOTHKH MOBBIIIAIH MTepeBa-
PUMOCTD ITUTATEIBHBIX BEIIECTB PAIIOHA W CHIDKAIH OIIATY KOPMOB IIPOIYKITHEH.

B nccnenoBanmsax ®axpeesa .M. (2021) y Ténok rpynmsl, MOTpeOIABIINX CEHAX, KOHCEPBHPO-
BaHHBIA MPOOHOTHYECKUM PEnapaToM U3 MPOINMOHOBOKHUCIIBIX KYJIBTYpP B JO3UPOBKE 4 JI/T, OBIIO MpeBoc-
XOJICTBO TIO Toe1aeMocTy kKopMma Ha 4.4 %, OCTYTUIEHHs! B OpraHu3M 0OMEHHOH dHepruu — Ha 2,8-5,7 %, 6eKkoB —
Ha 3,0-7,3,0 %.

[To pe3ynbraTaM HaNIMX UCCICIOBAHHHA YCTAHOBJICHO, YTO UCIOJB30BaHUE Mpobduotnka Kopmo-
3uM-I1 B konmuuectBe 9 ¥ 12 r Ha roJIoBYy B CYyTKH CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO YBEIMYCHHUIO YHUCICHHOCTH JIAKTO- U
oudunodakrepwmii Ha 23,0 u 27,6 %, 31,3 u 33,2 % COOTBETCTBEHHO MPHU CHIKEHUU d1epuxuu Ha 63,0-
65,6 % 1o cpaBHEHHIO ¢ KOHTPOIBHOH rpynmoii (P<0,05).

HcnonezoBanue npoduotnka Kopmosum-I1 B parmonax B 103e 9 u 12 T Ha TOJIOBY B CyTKH CIIO-
COOCTBOBAJIO MOBBIIICHUIO TeMoriaobuna Ha 16,4 u 18,8 % (P<0,05). ['emaTonoruueckue mokasarenu npu
3TOM HaXOAWJINCH B Ipeaesiax (pU3n0IOrHuecKoi HOpMbL. O MOJIOKUTEIHFHOM BIUSHUU MPOOHOTUKOB Ha
nmapaMeTpbl KpOBH TIpeJICTaBiIeHBI JaHHBIE B HccienoBanusax Salam MA et al. (2021), Wang H et al.
(2022).

[Ipu cTONPOIIEHTHOM COXPAHHOCTH TEIAT BO BCEX TPYIITAX CPEIHECYTOYHBIA MPUPOCT TENAT B 3 H
4 ompITHRIX Tpynmax Obut Oompme Ha 14,7 u 14,8 % npu 0JHOBPEMEHHOM CHIDKCHHU 3aTpaT KOPMOB
Ha | kr >xuBoi Maccel Ha 8,8 u 8,9 % mo cpaBHeHUIO ¢ KOHTposieM. OAHAKO C YBEJIMYEHUEM J103bI MPO-
OomoTHKa 10 12 T/To. B CyTKH 3KBHBAJICHTHOTO MOBEHIIICHUS MHTEHCUBHOCTH POCTa TEJAT HE MPOU3OIILIO.
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Takum 06pazoM, 3 heKTUBHON 10301 MPOOHOTHKA SIBIISIETCS J103a B KOJIM4ecTBe 9 T Ha | rOOBY B CYTKH.
AHanornyHple pe3yabTaThl OBUIH MOJTY4eHHI B psine uccnenoBanuii (Khademi AR et al., 2022).

3akJrouenme.

YcranoneHo, 4To pobroTuk Kopmosum-IT obnamgaetr BbICOKON MpOOMOTHYECKON aKTUBHOCTHIO,
OKa3bIBas TOJIOKUTEIBHOE BO3ICHCTBHE HA MUKPOOHBIN mei3axk (ekanuil y Tensat. B pesynbrare ckapm-
TUBAHUS MPOOUOTHKA TPOVCXOUIIO JOCTOBEPHOE YBEIMUCHHUE YUCICHHOCTH HOPMOMIOPHL: TaKTOOAKTe-
puii u budunobakrepuil, a Tak)Ke CHIKEHUE DIIIEPUXUN.

Ucnonb3oBanue nmpoduotuka Kopmosum-IT crioco6cTBOBAIO MOBBINICHHIO FeMOTIo0nHa Ha 16,4 1
18,8 %, B rpymmax, norpeOmsBmux no0aBky B konunuectse 9 u 12 r/roxn. B cytku (P<0,05). Cpennecyrou-
HBIC TIPUPOCTHI TEIAT OMBITHBIX TPYII B PE3yNbTaTe MOTPEOIICHUS M3ydaeMol JT00aBKH ObUTH OOJIBIIE
KoHTpoJs Ha 14,7 u 14,8 % Hapsiny ¢ OAHOBPEMEHHBIM CHMXKCHHMEM 3aTpaT KOPMOB Ha 1 KT )KHBOM Macchl
Ha 8,8 u 8,9 % 1Mo cpaBHEHWIO C TEIATaMH, HE MOTPEOISIBIINME MPOOHOTHK. [Ipu 3TOM ¢ yBenmuueHueM
JI03bI IPOOMOTHKA IKBUBAIEHTHOTO MOBBIMICHHUSI HHTEHCUBHOCTH POCTA TENAT HE MPOU3O0ILIO, B CBSI3U C
9eM ONTUMANBHOM 0301 MPOOHOTHKA SIBISETCS 9 T Ha 1 TOJIOBY B CyTKH.
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