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Annomayun. B crathe pacCMOTPEHO BIUSHHE KOMITIEKCa INIMIIMHATOB U MIPOOMOTHYECKOTO Tpe-
napara Jlakro6udanon @opre Ha MOpPOONOXMMHUIECKHE TTOKa3aTeNH KPOBH LBILIAT-Opoitnepos. Uzyue-
Ha TUHAMHUKa MOP(HOOHOXUMHUIECKNX MTOKa3aTeNe KPOBHU IBIUIAT-OpOHIepOB B 3aBICUMOCTH OT KOHIICH-
Tparuu npoduoruyueckoro npemnapara Jlakrooudamon Popre B parmone. ViccnenoBanust JUIMIACH B Tede-
Hue 42 nHeil. B xoxe ocHOBHOTO yu€THOTO Neproaa 0suto chopmupoBano yersipe rpymnmsl (n=30). Cpen-
Hss JkuBasi Macca cocraBmsuia 155,0 r Ha rpynmy. KopmieHue uccnenyeMoi OTULBL B IEPUON € 7 MO
28 CYTKH OCYIIECTBIAIOCh KOMOMKOPMaMH CTapTOBOTO palMOHA ¢ J00aBICHHEM MPOOHOTHYECKOH 10-
6aBkn JlakToOndanon Popre B pa3nu4HBIX JO3UPOBKAxX. | ONMBITHAS Tpymma mosyyana npernapar B KOJIH-
yectBe 0,5 1r/kr komOukonma: II oneitaas rovima — (0.7 r/kr komOukonma: 11 onertHas rovima — 1 v/kr
KoMOuKopMa. LIBIUIATa OMBITHEIX TPYTIT MOJVIAIA OCHOBHON PAallOH ¢ JOOABICHUEM IIIMIIMHATA JKelela
B KommdectBe 200 MI/Kr KOMOMKOpMA, TIMIMHATa MeIH B KoiaudecTBe 10 MI/Kr KOMOMKOpMa M TIIUIIMHA-
Ta Mapranna B kojmdectse 270 mr/kr komOukopma. C 28 mo 42 CyTKH KOPMIIEHHE OCYIIECTBISIIOCH KOM-
OMKOpMaMH POCTOBOTO PAIFOHa C T0OAaBICHHEM TeX jK€ KOMIIOHEHTOB B TOM )K€ KoyimdecTse. Vcmomnb3o-
BaHHUE JAHHOIO IpenapaTa B 1o3upoBke 0,7 r Ha 1 KI KOpMa yBeJIMYHMBAJIO CPEAHECYTOUHBIA IPUPOCT HA
11,9 %, cmocoOGcTBOBAO CHIDKEHHIO 3aTpar kopMa Ha 14,8 % (P<0,05), yBenn4eHn 0 ypOBHS TeMOTIIO0H-
Ha B KpoBHU Ha 7,4 %, OBHIIICHUIO KOHIIEHTparmu oomero Oenka (P<0,01), kanpmus u xene3a (P<0,05) B
CBIBOPOTKE KPOBH.

Kniouegvie cnosa: mhoOHOTHYECKHE TIDETIAPATHI, NTHIIEBOACTBO, MOP(HOOHOXHMIUECKHE TTOKa3a-
TEJIU KpOoBH, KopMiieHue, Jlakrodudamon hopre, KOPMOIIPOU3BOJICTBO

bnazooapnocmu: pabota BBINOJIHEHA NMpU TojAepxke Poccuiickoro Hay4yHoro ¢oHma, mpo-
exT Ne 21-16-00009.
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Abstract. The article considers the effect of the glycinate complex and the "Lactobifadol Forte"
probiotic preparation on the morpho-biochemical blood parameters in broiler chickens. The dynamics of
morpho-biochemical blood parameters were studied in broiler chickens depending on the concentration of
the "Lactobifadol Forte" probiotic preparation in the diet. The studies lasted for 42 days. Four groups
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(n=30) were formed during the main accounting period. The average live weight was 155.0 g per group.
The experimental birds were fed with compound feeds of the starting ration with the addition of "Lactobi-
fadol Forte" probiotic supplement in various dosages in the period from 7 to 28 days. The I experimental
group received the preparation in the amount of 0.5 g/kg of compound feed; the II experimental group re-
ceived 0.7 g/kg of compound feed; the III experimental group received 1 g/kg of compound feed. The
chickens of the experimental groups received the main diet with the addition of iron glycinate in the
amount of 200 mg/kg of compound feed, copper glycinate in the amount of 10 mg/kg of compound feed
and manganese glycinate in the amount of 270 mg/kg of compound feed. From the 28th to the 42nd day,
feeding was carried out with compound feed of the growth ration with the addition of the same compo-
nents in the same amount. The use of this preparation at a dosage of 0.7 g per 1 kg of feed increased the
average daily gain by 11.9%, contributed to a reduction in feed costs by 14.8% (P<0.05), an increase in
the hemoglobin level in the blood by 7.4%, an increase in total protein concentration (P<0.01), calcium
and iron (P<0.05) in the blood serum.

Keywords: probiotic preparations, poultry farming, morpho-biochemical parameters of blood,
feeding, Lactobifadol Forte, fodder production
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BBenenne.

[ITuneBoacTBO SABISIETCS ONHUM U3 CaMBIX OBICTPOPACTYIINX CEKTOPOB *KMBOTHOBOJCTBA, KOTO-
pBI 32 TIOCIEAHHWE TPU NECATHICTHS 3HAYUTENBHO PACIIUPWIICS C €XKETOTHBIMU TEMITAaMU pocTa 00-
nee 5 % 1o CpaBHEHHMIO C TAKUMH OTPACIISIMU CEJIbCKOT'O XO3SHCTBa, KAaK MSCHOE CKOTOBOJICTBO U CBHUHO-
BOJICTBO, Bo3pocumMu uib Ha 1,5 % u 3 % cooTtBercTBeHHO (Xomoposuy B., 2021). Takoif nuHTEeHCHUB-
HBIA pocT TpedyeT 3(PPEeKTUBHBIX cTpaTernii NMpodUIaAKTUKA U OOpbOBI ¢ Oosie3HsMu. COBpEeMEHHBIC
[BIUISITa-OpOMIepsl 00IATa0T BBHICOKOW YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTHIO K HEOIATONMPHATHBIM YCIOBUSM CPEJEI,
CBSI3aHHBIM C WHTCHCHUBHBIM IPOHW3BOJICTBOM, YTO IPUBOJUT K UMMYHOCYIPECCHU M 3apaKCHUIO JTAXKe
MasioBupyleHTHbIMUA Bo30yautensamu (Ileitna E.B. u ap., 2021). HecMoTpst Ha 3ampeT MCHOIb30BaHUS
antuonotukoB B EBpomneiickom Cotoze (EC) u B Coenunennbix Illtarax Amepuku (CLIA) (Abudabos
AM et al., 2019), npakTHKOM NTHUIIEBOOB MHOTUX CTpaH ABJSAETCS MeTadHIaKTHIECKOe BBE/ICHHUE aHTH-
OMOTHKOB IIBITUIATAM B IEPBBIC THU KH3HH, 2 B HEKOTOPBIX CIy4asX W BO BpEMs MEPBON BaKIIMHAIMH
(Adhikari P et al., 2020). /lanHble mporeaypsl MOTYT HETaTHBHO CKa3aThCsS HA 3alllUTHBIX MEXaHH3MaXxX
ITHII, OTpeAesieMbIX (PyHKIIMOHUPOBAaHHEM OCHOBHBIX OPTaHOB MMMYHHOH cuctembl (Alagawany M et
al., 2018). B TedeHHMe MHOTHX JIET IPOBOIMINCH HCCIICOBAHUS BEUIECTB, IMOJIOKUTEIHFHO BIHSIONINX Ha
MUKPOOHMOTY KHIIEYHUKA IIBITUIAT, OJHOBPEMEHHO CTUMYJIHPYS UX 3aIIUTHBIC MEXaHU3MBI, TEM CaMbIM
CHWXasl MOTPEeOHOCTh B MPODUIAKTUISCKOM U JICUeOHOM MPUMEHEHUN aHTHOMOTHKOB. [IpoOnoTnueckue
mpernapaTsl, COAepKaIlie €CTECTBEHHYI0 MUKPOQIIOPY KHUIICYHUKA, HECOMHEHHO, 3aHUMAIOT TIEPBOE Me-
cto cpenu dtux Bemects (Wan MLY et al., 2019; Ciurescu G et al., 2020). IIpoOuoTHku Wi MUKPOOP-
raHu3mbl npsimoro BckapmimBaHus (Direct-fed microbials, DFM) M0HO onpenenuTh, KaKk KHBbIE MUK-
pPOOpPraHu3MBl, KOTOPBIE OKAa3bIBAIOT OJIATONPUSATHOE BO3ACHCTBHE HA X035SMHA NIPH YIOTPEOJICHUH B aJICK-
BaTHBIX KoindectBax (Deraz SF, 2018). Bo MHOTHX ucClIeTOBaHHSAX COOOIIAIIOCH O TOM, YTO TPOOHOTHKU
MIOMOTalOT TOAJEPKUBATh (PU3NOIOTHYECKYI0 MHUKPOOHOTY IHIIEBAPUTEIBHOTO TPaKTa, MOAYJIHUPOBATH
UMMYHHBIH OTBET XO35MHA U CHIDKATh PUCK 3apaKCHMS MAaTOICHHBIMU OAKTEPHSIMU, YTO TOJIOKUTEIBHO
BIIUSIET HA MIPOU3BOICTBeHHBIE pe3ynbTaThl (Duskaev GK et al., 2018).

MHUKpOOpraHu3Mbl B KETYJAOYHO-KUIIEYHOM TPaKTe WIPAOT PEIHIAIOIIYI0 POJb B YKpEIUICHUH
3I0POBBSI U MPOAYKTUBHOCTH LBILIAT. KuieyHass MUKpoOHOTa YIIydIlIaeT MCHOIb30BaHUE MUTATEIBHBIX
BEIIIECTB, MIPEIOTBPAIIACT KOJOHMU3ALMIO MMaTOTEHAMH, YJIydllaeT MMOKa3aTeld PocTa U METabOIu3upyeT
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MUKOTOKCHHBI B kopMme (Kazemi SA et al., 2019). PanHsa KoIOHU3aIIMS KUIIEYUHUKA MUKPOOPTaHU3MaMHU
MMeeT pelliarollee 3HaYeHHe, TOCKOIbKY MOXET HOBJIUATh HA MOP(OIOTHIO U (DH3HOJIOTHIO KUIIEYHHKA U
BOCIPUUMYHBOCTD K HHDEKIHSIM.

WHokynsiius npoOHOTHKOB U MPEOHOTHKOB i 0VO CIIOCOOCTBYET paHHEH KOJIOHM3AIMU KHIIEY-
HHKa «IOJIe3HOW» MUKpoOHoToii mocie Beutymuienus (Khattab A et al., 2021). MHorue nTuneBos! 3ame-
HIIN PO(MIIAaKTHYECKOE BBECHNE aHTHONOTHKOB B TIEPBBIE HECKOJIBKO JHEH KHU3HU JOOaBIEHHEM IpPO-
ouotukoB (Lokapirnasari W et al., 2019). HekoTopsle mpou3BOAUTENH HAHOCAT MPOOHOTHYECKUE OaKTe-
pUM Ha TIOACTHJIOYHBIA MaTepHajl, 4TOOBl 3aCeNUTh €ro MOJEe3HBIMH MHUKPOOPraHW3MaM{ M BBITECHUTH
NaTOTeHHbIe MUKPOOBI M3 cpefsl NTHIBL [IpoOMOTHKY TakkKe BKJIIOYAIOT B PAllMOH WM B BOJAY HTHIIBI
(Ramlucken U et al., 2020).

Tem He MeHee UTepaTypa MoKa3bIBaeT, 4To PPEKTUBHOCTh TAHHBIX IPEIMapaToOB BapbUPYETCs U
MOXET 3aBUCETh OT MHOXKECTBA MAPaMETPOB: BHJIOB M IITAMMOB MPOOUOTUKOB, UX CTAOMIIBHOCTH, CPEJIbl
Pa3MHOMKEHUS, YIIPABJICHHS HCIIOIb30BaHUEM MPOOHOTHUKOB (MyTh BBEACHHUS, BpEeMs U JJO3UPOBKA), a TakK-
K€ TEHETHYEeCKUX 0COOEHHOCTEH, BO3pacTa M COCTOSHUS 3J0pOBhs *KUBOTHRIX (Rehman A et al., 2020).

C OTKpBITHEM YHHKaJbHBIX CBOHCTB MPOOMOTHKOB OKa3aJOCh BO3ZMOXKHBIM COBMECTHTH IOCIIEA-
HHE C MUKPOdJIEeMEHTaMH JJIsl TIOBBIIIEHUs] COXPaHHOCTH LIBIILIAT-OpOiiepoB. IMeeTcss MHOXKECTBO HC-
CIIe/IOBaHUH, MOKa3bIBAIOIINX MX CHHEPIHYECKOE COYETaHHOE NEHCTBHE, KOTOPOE IMPOSBIIETCS IMPExe
BCEro B CTUMYJISIIMU OOMEHHBIX ITPOIECCOB U YIYYIICHHH O0INX (PU3NUECKUX M OMOJIOTHYECKHX IT0Ka3a-
TeJei UCTIBITYEMBIX KHBOTHBIX.

Heanb uccienoBaHusi.
Wzyuuts quHaMUKYy MOP()OOMOXMMHUYECKHX TIOKa3aTeeld KPOBH IBILUISAT-OpOMIepoB B 3aBUCHMO-
CTH OT KOHIICHTpaIuu NpoOoroTHIecKoro npenapara Jlakrooudamon @oprte B paimoHe.

MatepuaJjibl 4 MeTOABI HCCJIET0BAHMS.

O0bekT uccaenoBanus. Lpimista-6poiinepsl kpocca Pocc-308 B Bo3pacte ot 7- 10 42-THEBHOTO
BO3pacTa.

OO6cnyxuBaHUE XKUBOTHBIX U AKCIEPUMEHTANBHBIC UCCIECIOBAHUS OBUTH BBITOIHEHB B COOTBET-
CTBUU C MHCTPYKIUSAMH M PEKOMEHJAIUSAMU POCCHUCKMX HOpPMAaTHBHBIX akToB (1987 r.; [Ipukas Mun-
3apasa CCCP No 755 ot 12.08.1977 «O Mmepax no JanbHEHIIEMY COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUIO OPraHU3AL[MOH-
HBIX (popM pabOTHI C MCITOIH30BAHUEM IKCIIEPUMEHTABHBIX KUBOTHBIX») U «Guide for the Care and Use
of Laboratory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). [Ipu npoBeneHuu mccieno-
BaHUH OBUIM HPEINPUHATH MEpHl ISl oOecreueHus] MUHUMYMa CTPaJaHWi *XKMBOTHBIX U YMCHBIICHHS
KOJIMYECTBA MCCIEyEMbIX OIBITHBIX 00Pa3IOB.

Cxema 3kcnepumenTa. Ha 6aze mabopaTopuu OMOJOTHYECKUX HMCIBITAaHUN U dKkcriepTn3 Dese-
paATBHOTO HAYYHOTO IHEHTpa OMONOTHYECKHX cHCTeM U arporexHonornd PAH Opur mposenén skcnepu-
MEHT Ha IpIIIITax-opoitnepax kpocca Pocc-308 (n=120). B xoxe ocHOBHOTrO y4€THOTO mepuoma c 7-
CYTOYHOTO BO3pacTa METOJOM aHAJIOTOB ObUTH c(hOPMHPOBAHBI YeThIpe Ipynisl 10 30 TONOB B KaXIOH.
Cpennsis xuBast Macca coctarisia 155,0 r Ha rpynmy. Kopmienue uccnenyemoit NTHLb B IEpUo ¢ 7 10
28 CYTKHM OCYIIECTBISUIOCH KOMOMKOPMaMH CTapTOBOTO paldOHA, BHIPAOOTaHHBIMH IO PEKOMEHANAM
Bcepocuiickoro  Hay4HO-MCCIEIOBATENBCKOIO M TEXHOJOTHYECKOTO  HWHCTUTYTa  NITHIIEBOJICTBA
(BHUUTHUII, 2004) c nobasneHueM npoduoTuydeckoro npemnapata Jlakrooudamnon @opre («KoMmoHeHT»,
r. Byrypycnan, Poccus), conepxamero Lactobacillus acidophilus JIT'1-JIETI-BTHKU B konnuecTBe He
menee 1,0x107 KOE/r, Bifidobacterium adolescentis B-1-JIEII-BITHKU — ne menee 8,0x10” KOE/r B pas-
JUYHBIX JO3WpOBKax. | ombITHas Tpymma moiydana mpenapaT B KommdectBe 0,5 r/kr komOWKOpMa;
II ombrTHAs — 0,7 T/kr KOMOUKOPMA; 111 ombITHAS Tpymma — 1 /KT KoMOuKopMa. L{BITIsTa ONBITHRIX TPYTIIT
MOJTyJayd OCHOBHOHM panyoH ¢ Jo0aBlIeHHEM TIIHIIMHATA KeJe3a B konmdecTBe 200 MI/Kr KOMOHWKOpMa,
IJIMIMHATa Meau B KoindecTBe 10 MI/Kr KOMOWKOpMa M TIIMIMHATa MapraHna B KoigudectBe 270 Mr/kr
xoMmOmnkopma. KopmoBsie mo0aBku ObutH nioctaBiensl kommanunein OO0 «MeraMukc» (Pocenst). C 28 no
42 CyTKA KOPMJICHHE OCYIIECTBISUIOCH KOMOMKOpPMaMH POCTOBOTO PallOHa, BHIPAOOTaHHBIMH TIO0 PEKO-
MEHJAIMsIM BcepocHiickoro HayqHO-HCCIIEIOBATEIECKOIO U TEXHOJIOTHUECKOr0 MHCTUTYTA NTUIICBOACTBA
(BHUUTHII, 2004) c mobapieHneM TeX K& KOMIIOHEHTOB, B TOM K€ KOJIMYECTBE.
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OOGopynoBanue u TexHudeckue cpeacrBa. Mccnemosanusa BeimonHensl B LIKIT BCT PAH
http://ukn-6¢t.pd. OOpa3ipl KpoBH OTOMpPATHM B KOHIIE KCIIEPHUMEHTA B BaKyyMHbIe Tipooupku ¢ DJTA-
K3, mns OMOXMMHYECKHX MCCIICOBAHUN — B BAKyyMHBIC IPOOUPKU C aKTHBATOPOM CBEPTHIBaHUA. KpoBb
HCCIIEIOBAIM Ha OMOXUMHUYECKOM aBTOMaTHudeckoM aHanmu3aTope mapku Dirui CS-240 («DIRUI», Kuraii)
1 MoponorudeckoM aBToMarnaeckoM aHanmsarope DF-50 Vet («Shenzhen Dymind Biotechnology Co»,
Kuraii).

CratucTuyeckass oopadorka. CTaTUCTHYCCKHUM aHAINW3 TPOBOJMICSA C TMOMOINBIO O(HCHOTO
nmporpaMMHOTO KoMmiuiekca «Microsoft Office» ¢ mpumenenuem «Excely» («Microsofty, CILIA) ¢ 06paboT-
KoH maHHBIX B «Statistica 10.0» («Stat Soft Inc.», CIIIA). 3Ha4rMOCTb TPYNITOBBIX Pa3INMunii OIICHUBAIIN C
noMoInkio t-kputepus Cterofenta mpu P<0,05, npu3HaHHOTO JOCTOBEPHBIM. J[aHHBIE BBIPAXKAIOTCS B BU-
Jie CpeJTHUX 3HaUEHUH + cTaHJapTHOM oImuMOKK cpeanero 3HadeHus (M+m).

Pe3yabTaThl HecaeA0BAHNS.

Kak nokasanu pe3ynbTaTsl HCCIe0BaHMs, B | ONBITHOM TpyTire HaOIOAaI0Ch TOBBIIIEHNE MacChl
tena Ha 1,4 % u 2,6 % (P<0,05) Ha 35 u 42 cytku coorBercTBeHHO. Bo Il onbITHOM rpymme ¢ 21 no 42 nexHs
ObUI0 3aUKCHPOBAHO CTAOMIIFHOE JOCTOBEPHOE MOBBIICHHE MACCHI TeJla [0 CPABHEHUIO ¢ KOHTPOJIEM Ha
2%, 3,3 %, 4,4 % u 12,5 % (P<0,05) na 21, 28, 35 u 42 cyTku cooTBeTCTBEHHO. CpeIHECY TOUHBIN MIPUBEC
Bo Il ombITHO# rpynme ObLT BhINIE, 4eM B KOHTpOJbHOH Ha 13,5 % (P<0,05). B I1I onbitHOI rpymme ¢ 35 1o
42 cyTkH OBUIO YCTaHOBJICHO IOBHIIIEHHE MaccChl Tejla 10 CpaBHEHHUIO ¢ KoHTposieM Ha 4,9 % u 10,8 %
(P<0,05) Ha 35 u 42 cyTku cooTBeTcTBeHHO. CpemHecyTounbiii ipuBec B 11 onbITHOM rpymime ObUT BhIIIE,
4yeM B KoHTpossHOH Ha 10,4 % (P<0,05). AOCOIIOTHBIA MPUPOCT BO BCEX OMBITHBIX IPYIIIaX MPEBHIIIAI
KOHTpoJb Ha 2,8 %, 11,9 % u 10,5 % (P<0,05) B I, Il u Il onbITHRIX rpymnmax cOOTBETCTBEHHO (Tabi. 1).

Tabmuna 1. JlnuHaMuKa :KUBOH Macchl NTHI U A0COJTIOTHBIH MPUPOCT )KMBOIi MACCHI 32 MIEPHOJ
OMBITA, I/TOJI.
Table 1. Dynamics of live weight in poultry and absolute growth rate over the experimental period,

g/head
Bo3spacr, cyT / Kounrtpousb / I rpynna / II rpynmna / III rpynma /

Age, day control 1 group 11 group 1 group
7 154,8+13,3 154,8+13,2 154,9+12,3 154,9+12,7
14 404,0+£46,5 410,8+43,4 424,4431,8 420,3+36,2
21 799,1£77,3 804,3+76,1 815,7+56,7* 804,1+77,3
28 1266,2+115,5 1268,1£133,2 1308,2+74,2* 1273,1+101,3
35 1621,6+167,1 1644,1+210,7* 1692,6+156,7* 1701,7+£151,0*
42 2023,6+225,2 2077,0+291,1* 2276,2+204,1* 2242,4+192,6*

AOGCOIIOTHBII IPUPOCT
3a TIEPHOJI OITbITA
(35 nueit) / Absolute
growth rate over the
experimental period
(35 days)
CpennecyTO4HBIN
MPUPOCT 3a MEPHOJT
omeITa, T / Average
daily gain for the ex-
perimental period, g

1868,8+211,9

53,4£3,5

1922,2+277,9*

54,9£3.9

2121,3+191,8*

60,6+4,4*

2087,5+179,9*

59,6+4,1*

ITpumeuanne: * — P<0,05 oTHOCHTENEHO KOHTPOJIBHOH TPYIITIHI
Note: * — P<(.05 relative to the control group
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HHTEHCHBHOCTH POCTa IBIILIAT-OpOIepoB TECHO CBA3aHa C MOKa3aTeNsIMH MOTPeOIeHNs KOpMa 1
€ro 3aTpaTaMu Ha 1 KT IpUpocTa *KHUBOH Macchl, KOTOpbIE OTPAXKEHBI B TabIHLIE 2.

Tabnuma 2. @akTHveckoe NoTpedIeHNe KOPMA UBINIATAMH-0poiijiepaMu 10 MepHoIamM
BbIPAIUMBAHUS, I/TOJI.
Table 2. Actual feed intake by broiler chickens over the growing periods, g/head

I'pynna / Group
Hoxa3zarens / Indicator KOHTpPOJb/ | Irpynna/ | Il rpynnma/ | III rpynna/
control 1 group 11 group 111 group

CrapTtoBslit KOMOUKOpM / Starter compound feed 1812,1 1732,7 1712,3 1759,0
PocroBoii komOukopMm / Growth compound feed 1597,6 14479 1579,7 1623,0
Bcero 3a axcniepument / Total per experiment 3409,7 3180,6 3292,0 3382,0
3arpatrbl KOpMa Ha 1 Kr mpupocTa JKUBOH MacChl,

kr / Feed costs per 1 kg of live weight gain, kg 1,82 1,65 1,55 1,62

L{pIruisTaMy ONBITHBIX TPYIIT OBLIO MOTPEOIEHO MEHbIE KOpMa, YeM KOHTPOJIbHOM: | rpymmsl —

Ha 6,7 %, I rpynnel — Ha 3,5 %, Il rpynnst — Ha 0,8 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO. I103TOMY 3aTpaThl KOpMa Ha 1 Kr
MPHPOCTA >KUBOM MACChI Y OIBITHBIX TPYTI ObLIO 3HAYUTEIHLHO HIDKE, YeM B KOHTPONIBHOM rpymme: Ha 9,3 % — y
I rpynnsl, Ha 14,8 % —y Il rpynnet 1 Ha 11 % — y 11l rpynmnsl cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

B Tabmune 3 npencraBieHs! MOP(HOIOTHIECKHE MTOKA3aTeNN KPOBH, MOTYYEHHbBIE TI0 OKOHYAHHIO

OKCIICpUMCHTA.

Tabnuma 3. [Toka3aTeaun MOP(OTOrHIECKOr0 COCTABA KPOBH LBIIISIT-0poiiiepoB kpocca Pocc-308
Table 3. Indicators of morphological composition of blood in broiler chickens of Ross-308 cross

I'pynna / Group
Mokasatens / Indicator KOHTPOJIb / I rpynna / I rpynna/ | I rpynmna /
control 1 group 11 group 111 group
I'emorno6un, r/n/ Hemoglobin, g/l 105,33+34,45 108+12,42 113,67+14,56  94,67+8,72
Dputpouutsl, 10'%/1/ Red blood cells, 10"/ 1,9140,45 1,97+0,29 2,124+0,35 1,7140,11
Jetikouutsl, 10°/1/ Leukocytes, 10°/1 36,18+3,41 39,31+6,93 45,82+2.99 30,9244,44
I'ematokput, %/ Hematocrit, % 22,63+6,38 23,77+3,07 24,43+2,73 20,90+1,79
MCH, ur/ MCH, pg 55,07+5,53 54,87+1,5 53,63+2,74 55,33+1,83

ITpumeuanue: * — P<0,05 0THOCUTENBHO KOHTPOJIBHOMN TPYIIIBI
Note: * — P<(.05 relative to the control group

Bo II oneiTHO# Tpynme Ob110 3a)UKCUPOBAHO JTOCTOBEPHOE YBEIMYCHHE JICUKOLIUTOB B KPOBH TIO
CpaBHEHUIO ¢ KOHTpoJieM Ha 26,6 % (P<0,05).

BaxHpIM acmiekToM MAEHTH(UKAINN XOpolIed paboThI IEYSHH SABIIETCS ypOBEHb OmnpyOnHa B
CBIBOPOTKE KPOBHU LBIIUIAT. Jl€TOKCHKAIMs NMEYEHH U BBIBEJEHUE MIPOAYKTOB pacHajga — HE0OXOIUMBIH
JJIEMEHT MeTaboJIn3Ma, MOCKOJIBKY OMIIMpyOHH, Kak 4yacTh MPOIYKTa SPUTPOILIUTOB, TOKCHYHBIH 110 CBOEH
IpUpOJIe, TOJDKEH OBITh BBIBENICH M3 OpraHn3Ma. B mpo0ax CHIBOPOTKHM KPOBH ONBITHBIX T'PYIII YPOBEHBb
OommupyOuna cHmwkancs B | rpymme Ha 71,43 %, Bo Il rpynme — Ha 52,04 %, B Il rpymme — Ha 56,12 %
(P<0,05) (Tabm. 4).

Baxxnas posb B 0OMEHHBIX Ipolieccax MPHHAISKHUT OelTkaM CHIBOPOTKH KpoBH. OHU HaXoJsATCs
B HENPEPHIBHOM OOMEHE C TKaHEBBIMH O€JKaMH, YY4acTBYIOT B PETYJLIIMH OCMOTHYECKOTO JaBJICHHMS,
CTUMYJMPYIOT 3alIUTHYIO0 (QYHKIUIO opraHu3Ma. IIpu HoBbIIEHNH KOHLEHTpALUU NPOOUOTHKA B KOPM-
JICHUH TTPOMCXOANT YBEJIMUEHHE COJEpKaHus ypoBHS obmiero 6enka. [loaTomy ero KoHIEHTpaIus yBenu-
4YMBAJIaCh B ONBITHBIX TPYIIAX [I0 CPABHEHHUIO C NTHUILIEH KOHTPOJIbHOM rpynmel B I rpynmne Ha 49,19 %, Bo
II rpynme — Ha 55,68 %, B Il rpynne — na 60,97 % (P<0,001).
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Tabmuna 4. buoxuMuyeckune MoKa3aTejn CIBOPOTKH KPOBH IBILIAT-0poiijiepoB kpocca Pocc-308
Table 4. Biochemical parameters of blood serum in broiler chickens of Ross-308 cross

'pynna/Group
Moxka3arens / Indicator KOHTPOJIb / I rpynna / II rpynma / III rpynna /
control 1 group 11 group 111 group

I'mroko3a, mmons/i/ Glucose, mmol/l 11,00+0,21 9,99+1,75 10,22+1,10 12,67+0,95
OO6uwmit 6enoxk, r/1/ Total protein, g/l 18,18+4,33 27,1244,96 28,3+2,46 29,26+9,96***
AnpOymuH, r/1/ Albumin, g/l 10,67+0,33 10,67+0,33 10,00+0,58 10,67+0,33
AJIT, En/n/ ALT, Units/I 8,70+1,47 4,30+1,35 7,10+1,61 4,734£0,23*
ACT, En/n/ AST, Units/l 234,4049,69  245,00+21,84 217,50+12,34  226,97+21,97
brunnpy6unn o0muit, MKMOIB/1/
Total bilirubin, mmol/l 0,98+0,38 0,57+0,13 0,64+0,43 0,63+0,22*
XonecTepuH, MMOJIB/J1/
Cholesterol, mmol/l 2,36+0,13 2,35+0,20 2,28+0,28 2,33+0,39
Tpuraunepuasr, MMOIIB/11/
Triglycerides, mmol/l 0,27+0,18 0,23+0,15 0,27+0,08 0,21+0,11
Mouesuna, Mmmous/n/ Urea, mmol/l 0,67+0,17 0,53+0,09 0,57+0,03 0,47+0,15
Kpeatunun, mxmons/n/ Creatinine,
mmol/l 38,07+2,28 33,03+3,93 16,33+7,13** 35,57+12,17

[Mpumeuanne: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01; *** — P<0,001 0THOCUTEIHHO KOHTPOJBLHOU TPYTIITEI
Note: * — P<0.05; ** — P<0.01; *** — P<0.001 relative to the control group

MuHepanbHbIN COCTaB KPOB

W TIpeJICTaBjIeH B Tabuuie 5. BrirodyeHne mpoOuoTuka (B JO3UPOBKE

0,5 r m 0,7 T) cocoOCTBOBAIO YBEIIMYCHHUIO KaJblUsA M xkene3a Ha 15 % u 33,7 % (P<0,05) cooTseT-
CTBEHHO, B | rpynne — Ha 7,2 % u 9,4 % — Bo 1l rpynmne. YpoBeHb MarHusi B CbIBOPOTKE KPOBU KOHTPOJIb-
HOHM W ONBITHBIX TPYII 3HAYNTEIHHO HE Pa3IHyalIcs, ypPOBEHb (ochopa MMeN TEHAEHINIO K CHIDKEHHIO,

OJIHAKO JIaHHbIE HEe ObLIN JOCTOBEPH

bIMU.

Tabmuna 5. MuHepaJbHbIH COCTAaB KPOBH HBIILIAT-0poiijiepoB kpocca Pocc-308
Table 5. Mineral composition of blood in broiler chickens of Ross-308 cross

I'pynna/Group
Ioxka3arens / Indicator KOHTPOJb / I rpynna / II rpynma / III rpynmna /
control 1 group II group 111 group
Bo3pact ubinusaT-opoiiiiepos 28 cyrku/ Broiler chickens at 28 days of age
Kansumii, Mmons/n/ Calcium,
mmol/l 3,40+1,08 3,10+0,72 2,81+0,46 2,75+0,44
Marnwuii, Mmoute/1/ Magnesium,
mmol/l 0,55+0,55 0,72+0,56 0,53+0,16 0,50+0,14
XKeneso, Mkmons/1/ Iron, umol/l 28,23+14,46 28,0343,28 31,4+31,39 18,77+5,82%
Docdop, mmons/n/ Phosphorus,
mmol/l 1,03+0,19 1,07+0,58 1,08+0,39 1,32+0,55
Bo3pact upinust-opoiisiepos 42 cyrku/ Broiler chickens at 42 days of age
Kaneuwmii, Mmmois/n/ Calcium,
mmol/l 3,75+0,40 4,41+0,10 4,04+0,15 3,73+0,14
Maruuii, Mmone/n/ Magnesium,
mmol/l 0,81+0,01 0,83+0,06 0,87+0,06 0,76+0,04
XKeneso, mxmons/n/ Iron, umol/l 27,8746,58 42,07+17,36 30,80+3,86 27,7348,26
®dochop, Mmmonw/1/ Phosphorus,
mmol/l 3,70+0,28 2,99+0,30 3,02+0,19 3,39+0,41

ITpumeuanne: * — P<0,05 oTHOCHTENEHO KOHTPOJIBHOH TPYIIIIHI
Note: * — P<(.05 relative to the control group
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OO0cyskneHue NOJIy4YeHHBIX Pe3ybTaToB.

3HaveHus cpeJHel Macchl Tella BIUIAT-OpoiiIepoB pH BKIIOYEHNUH B PAILIMOH MPOOHOTHIECKOTO
npenapara JlakroOudanon ¢opre mokasanu pasHHIy OTHOCHTENIFHO KOHTPOJBHOW Tpymmsl oT 2 % 10
12,5 % npu pa3nu4HbIX JO3UPOBKax BBeleHHs. B ToM uucne, qobasieHre npoOHOTHKA COPOBOXKIAIOCH
YBEIMUYEHNEM CPeHEeCYTOYHOTO NpupocTa Ha 1,5-7,2 T, Ha (hoHe CHMKEHHS 3aTpaT KopMma Ha 1 Kr mpupo-
cta Ha 9,3-14,8 % (P<0,05). Hamu pe3ynsTathl coriacyroTcs ¢ Ooyee panHuMHU uccinenoBanusmu (Rivera-
Pérez W et al., 2021; Reuben RC et al., 2022), koTOopbie YCTAaHOBHJIM 3HAYUTEIBHYIO Pa3HUILy B Macce Te-
Jia IBITUISIT OpOMIIEpOB MPH MCIOIL30BaHUHU B KopMieHHH npobduotuka (Rodjan P et al., 2018). Pacxox-
ICHHUS B JAHHBIX Pe3yJbTaTaX MOTYT OBITH OOYCJIOBJICHBI Pa3IHYUSIMH MEXIYy HCTOUYHUKAMH MPOOUOTH-
KOB, arpOKJIMMaTH4YeCKUMH YCIOBHAMH, Pa3HUIIEH B TO3UPOBKaX MPOOHOTHKOB M CE30HAX rojia v T. [I.

Zhang L c xonneramu (2016) B cBOMX HCCIIENOBAaHUAX HE OOHAPYKUIM KaKOW-THOO CYIIECTBEH-
HOW pasHUIIBI B Macce Tejla OpOoMsiepoB MpH BKIFOYCHHH NPOOHOTHOTHYECKOTO Imtamma Clostridium
butyricum B paryioH KOPMIJIEHHS, B JPYTHX pabOTax, HalpOTHB, OTMEUCHO 3HAYUTEIHFHOE YBEIMYEHHE
npupocTa XHBOW Maccel OpoinepoB (P<0,05) ma ¢one ncmomb3oBaHms MPOOMOTHYECKOTO IITaMMa
Saccharomyces cerevisiae.

Obmree noTpebiieHre KOpMa B OIBITHBIX TPYIIAX ¢ BKIIOYCHUEM MIPOOHOTHKA B 03UpoBKax 0,5,
0,71 1,0 r Ha 1 KT KOPMa OTHOCHUTEIHHO KOHTPOJIBHOW TPYIIIBI YBEINYNBAIOCEH, IPHUYEM YeM BBIIIE ObLIa
JIO3UPOBKa MPOOMOTHYECKOTO Ipernapara, TeM Oosbliie ObIIO 3aTpadeHo KopMma. B To e Bpems 3aTpaThl
KOpMa Ha TPUPOCT | KT )KMBOW MaccChl B ONBITHBIX TPYIIaxX ObUIN HIKE, YeM B KOHTPOJIE U COCTaBHIIN OT
1,55 kr o 1,65 kr mpotus 1,82 xr B koHTpose. ['pynma y4€HBIX B CBOMX HUCCIIEIOBAaHUSAX HAOIIOMAIN 3HA-
YUTENFHYIO Pa3HHIly B MOTPEOJIEHNN KOpMa y OpOMIepoB, KOTOPHIX KOPMIUIH PAIMOHOM, JAOTIOITHEHHBIM
pa3IMYHBIMHU YpOBHAME ITpoOuoTukoB (Sugiharto S et al., 2018).

Hamre uccnenoBanue He BBISIBUIO TOCTOBEPHON pa3HUIIBI B MOP(OIOTHYECKUX MOKA3aTesIX Kpo-
BH, YTO COIJIACYeTCs C paHee NMpoBeAEHHBIMU HMcIbITaHUAMH (Soomro R et al., 2019). Otu pe3ynbraTs
pacxosaTcs ¢ 6oyiee paHHUMH BBIBOJAAMH, YTO MIPOOHOTHK YIyUIIAET TeMaTONIOTHICCKUN PO My TEM
IpsSMOTO BO3AEHCTBUS Ha OpraHbl KPOBETBOPEHMS, JHOO HM3-3a MPSAMOTO BO3ACHCTBUS HAa MUKPOQIIOPY
kumeyHuka. OIHaKo Ha TeMaTOJOTMYECKUE apaMeTphl BCET/Ia BIUSIOT U3MEHEHHS OKPYIKAIOIIEeH Cpeibl
U TINTAHUSL.

Hcnonp3oBanue B MHTaHWW LBILIAT-OpOiiiepoB MPOOHMOTHYECKHNX MpEnapaToB CIOCOOCTBOBAIO
YIYUIIEHHI0 0OMeHa HEKOTOPBIX XMMHYECKHX 3JIEMEHTOB, B YaCTHOCTH KaJbLUS M jkene3a. Jlo3upoBka
0,5 r mpobuotnyeckoro mpemapata JlaktoOudagon (opre yBenuyuBaia KOHIICHTPAIMIO B CHIBOPOTKE
KkpoBHu Kanmeiust Ha 15 % (P<0,05) u xene3a — Ha 33,7 % (P<0,05). B otHOIIEHUN 0OMeHa Maraus u ¢oc-
(hopa 1oCTOBEpHBIX 3HAYCHHH BISBICHO HE OBLIO.

3aki0ueHue.

JIOTIOJTHUTENBHOE BKIIOUEHHE B PAIMOH LBILIAT-OpOoiiiepoB mpoduotuueckoro npemnapara Jlak-
Tobudagon opre He OKA3BIBAIO CYIICCTBEHHOIO BIMSHUS HA (OPMUPOBAHUE MACCHI Tella, MPUPOCT JKHU-
BOW MacChl, OJJHAKO MCIIOJIb30BaHUE JaHHOIO Mpemnapara B g03upoBke 0,7 © Ha 1 KT KOpMa yBEIMYMBAIO
cpenHecyTouHbI npupoct Ha 11,9 %, cmocobcTBoBao cHMXEHHIO 3aTpaT kopMa Ha 14,8 % (P<0,05),
YBEJIHUYCHUIO YPOBHS TeMOrjiobwHa B KpoBu Ha 7,4 %, MOBBIIMICHUIO KOHIECHTPAIMH 00IIero Oeika
(P<0,01), xanpuus u xene3a (P<0,05) B CBIBOPOTKE KPOBH.
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