AzpapHo-nuuiedble UHHOBAUUU N? 1(21), 2023
Agrarian-and-food innovations 2023;21(1)

KOPMA, KOPMOIIPOHU3BO/JCTBO, KOPMOBABIE /IOBABKH |
FODDERS, FODDER PRODUCTION, FODDER ADDITIVES

Hayunas ctates / Original article
YK 636.5.084/087
DOI: 10.31208/2618-7353-2023-21-42-52

YOPEKTUBHOCTD BJIUSHUS
MNPEBUOTUYECKON KOPMOBOM JOBABKHU
HA TPOAYKTUBHOCTbH, AHTUOKCHUIAHTHYIO 3AIIIUTY
U UIMMYHOJOTHYECKHNHN CTATYC KYP

EFFICIENCY OF INFLUENCE
OF PREBIOTIC FEED ADDITIVE
ON PRODUCTIVITY, ANTIOXIDANT PROTECTION
AND IMMUNOLOGICAL STATUS OF HENS

3oa b. KomapoBa, IOKTOp CEIbCKOX03IMCTBCHHBIX HAyK, JOLCHT
Hartaabs B. Kanununa, kanauaat OMOJIOTHYECKUX HAYK
Mapuna U. Ci1o:keHKHHA, TOKTOp OMOJIOTHYECKUX HAYK, ITpodeccop, uieH-koppecnonaeHt PAH
EBrennsi A. CTpyk, KaHIuaT OMOJOTMYECKUX HAYK

Zoya B. Komarova, Dr. Sci. (Agriculture), Associate Professor
Natalya V. Kalinina, PhD (Biology)
Marina 1. Slozhenkina, Dr. Sci. (Biology), Professor, Correspondent Member of RAS
Evgenia A. Struk, PhD (Biology)

[TOBOJKCKHM HAYYHO-UCCIIEN0BATEIILCKUN HHCTUTYT MPOU3BOJACTBA
U IepepadOTKU MSICOMOJIOYHOM MPOyKIIuK, Bosrorpas

Volga Region Research Institute of Manufacture
and Processing of Meat-and-Milk Production, Volgograd, Russia

KonTtakTHoe suno: Kamnanna Hatanes BacunbeBHa, 1abopaHT-HUCCIIEN0BATENb, OT/EN TMPOU3BOJICTBA MPOAYKIINU
’KHUBOTHOBOZCTBA, [I0BOIDKCKHIA HAay4YHO-HCCIIEAOBATEIBCKUI HHCTUTYT MPOU3BOJICTBA U TEpepabOTKU MSICOMO-
nouHoi npoaykuuu; 400066, Poccus, Bonrorpan, yn. PokoccoBckoro, a. 6;

e-mail: Ladyn0910@mail.ru; ten.: 8 (8442) 39-13-24; ORCID https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2094-6154.

Js uurupoBanusi: Komaposa 3.b., Kanmununa H.B., Cnoxenkuna M.U., Ctpyk E.A. DddexTuBHOCTS BIUSHUSA
MpeOdMOTUYECKOM KOPMOBOM J00aBKM Ha MPOJYKTUBHOCTb, AaHTHOKCHUAAHTHYIO 3alllUTY U MMMYHOJIOTHYECKUH
cratyc Kyp // ArpapHo-niumieBbie mHHOBamu. 2023. T. 21, Ne 1. C. 42-52. https://doi1.org/10.31208/2618-7353-
2023-21-42-52.

Principal contact: Natalya V. Kalinina, Research Lab Assistant, Livestock Production Department, Volga Region
Research Institute of Manufacture and Processing of Meat-and-Milk Production; 6, Rokossovsky st., Volgograd,
400066, Russian Federation;

e-mail: Ladyn0910@mail.ru; tel.: +7 (8442) 39-13-24; ORCID https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2094-6154.

For citation: Komarova Z.B., Kalinina N.V., Slozhenkina M.I., Struk E.A. Efficiency of influence of prebiotic
feed additive on productivity, antioxidant protection and immunological status of hens. Agrarno-pishchevye inno-
vacii = Agrarian-and-food innovations. 2023;21(1):42-52. (In Russ.). https://doi.org/10.31208/2618-7353-2023-
21-42-52.

Pe3rome
Heap. M3yyeHne mpoayKTUBHBIX MPU3HAKOB Kyp MPH CKAPMIIMBAHMHM MPEOMOTHYECKON T00aBKH,
CTUMYJIMPYIOIIEH aHTUOKCUJAHTHYIO U UIMMYHOJIOTHYECKYIO 3alUTY OPraHU3Ma.
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Marepuaabl U MeToabl. VcciaenoBaHusi BBINOJHSIMCh B CEPTUPUIMPOBAHHBIX J1a00OpATOPHUSIX.
[Tonydennsiii udpoBoit MaTepuas 00padaThIBaIN C TOMOIIBIO CTATUCTAUYECKOTO nakera Microsoft
Excel, nocToBepHOCTh TaHHBIX NPOBEPSIIU C TOMOIIBIO KpuTepusi CThIOACHTA.

Pe3yabTaTbl. YCTAaHOBJIIEHO, UTO BBEJEHHE B PALMOH KYp-HECYIIEK Kpocca «XauCeKe KOpHU4YHE-
BBII» KOpMOBOI1 1006aBku «JlakTyCymep» cioco0CTBOBAJIO POCTY UX MPOIYKTUBHOCTH 3a 10 Henenb
ombITa Ha 85 sAul, wiy Ha 1,2 fAlla HA CPENHIOK HECYIIKY, MHTCHCUBHOCTH SIMIICKJIAJKA — Ha
1,74%, sxoHomuu kopma — Ha 0,6 T B CyTKM Ha rOJIOBY, YBEJIIMUEHUIO BbIX0/1a HMHKYOAIIMOHHBIX SIUI]
Ha 4% (97% B onbITHOM 1O cpaBHEHUIO C 93% KOHTpOJbHOM Ipynibl). COalaHCUPOBAaHHOCThH KOP-
MoBoOM n00aBku «JlakTyCymnep» OMOJOrHYeCKd aKTUBHBIMHU BEIIECTBAMHU CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO YBEJIU-
YEHUIO KaPOTUHOUJIOB B JKEJITKE MHKYOAIIMOHHBIX SIUI] ONBITHOU rpymibl Ha 23,36% (P<0,001), uto
B a0COJIIOTHBIX 3HAYEHMSIX cocTaBmwio 16,9 mkr/r. MHkyOupoBaHue siuil NpoAEeMOHCTPUPOBAITIO BbI-
COKHMI BBIBOJ LBILIAT B o0eux rpynmax (82,44 u 85,27%), HO TIpu 3TOM B ONBITHOW Tpymrme mpe-
BBILIICHUE M0 JAHHOMY ITOKa3aTeso cocTaBuio 2,83%. Bricokue rokaszaresid mpou3BOJICTBA U Kaye-
CTBA MHKYOAITMOHHBIX SIUI[ B ONBITHOW TpYIIE, Cy/is IO BCeMy, 00€CIIEUeHbl aKTUBU3AIlMEeH MeTa-
00JIM3Ma B OpraHU3ME Kyp B pe3yJibTaTe CKapMIIMBAHUSI UM U3ydaemoil 1o0aBku. biarogaps aHTu-
OKCHJIAHTHBIM CBOMCTBAM HCIBITYEMOW KOPMOBOM JOOABKU MOBBICWJIACH AKTUBHOCTh CYNEPOKCH/I-
nucmyTasel (COJl) na 11,22% (P<0,01), rmyratnonnepokcuaassl (I'TIO) — Ha 3,02% (P<0,05), ue-
pynomiazmuaa (I{IT) — Ha 16,58% (P<0,01), obmero kommuectBa antuokcuaantoB (OOA) — Ha
26,97% (P<0,01), a aktTuBHOCTHh MaJIOHOBOTO auanbaeruga (MJIA) cauzuinaces Ha 14,15% (P<0,01).
YpoBenb T-muM@OIUTOB, OTBEUAIONIUX 3a KJICTOUYHBIM HWMMYHUTET, MHOBbIcWca Ha 12,61%
(P<0,01), a conepxanue B-muM@oIUTOB, XapaKTepU3yIOIIUX I'yMOPAJIbHYI0 PE3UCTEHTHOCTh, BO3-
pocio Ha 6,83% (P<0,05) otHOCUTEIHLHO KOHTPOJSi. B OnbITHOW rpynne 3a)UKCUPOBAHO MOBBIIIIE-
HUE€ YpOBHS Kiaccuueckux antutell. Tak, comepxkanue IgA u IgG Bo3pocno Ha 17,26 (P<0,01) u
7,62% (P<0,05) no cpaBHenuto ¢ koHTposieM. Hanmnuune IgM Takke mpeBOCXOIWIIO KOHTPOJIbHBIE
3HaueHus Ha 7,79% (P<0,05).

3axkiouenue. TakuM o0Opa3om, BBISBICHO, YTO pa3paOOTaHHAasi HAMU KOpMmoBasi go0aBka «JIakTy-
Cymniep» crocoOCTBOBaja MOBBIMICHUIO SIHIIEHOCKOCTH KYP POJIUTENILCKOrO CTaja U KauyecTBa UHKY-
OaIMOHHBIX SIMIl. AKTUBHBIC BEIIECTBA MPEOMOTHUUECKONU JOOABKU OOECTICUMSIM CHUKEHUE YPOBHS
CBOOOTHOPAUKAIILHOTO OKHUCJICHHS JIUIKUIOB, YTO OJIArONpPHUATHO OTPa3mwiioch Ha (OPMUPOBAHUU
AHTUOKCUJAHTHOW 3aIIUThI OPraHu3Ma, YKPEIIEHUU KIETOYHOTO U TYMOPAJIBbHOTO HMMYHUTETA.
KiarwueBsble ciaoBa: nmpednoTnyeckas 1o0aBka, Kypbl, KpocC «XalCeKC KOPUUHEBBINY, SUIHAS TIPO-
OYKTUBHOCTb, (PEPMEHTHI AHTHOKCUJAHTHOM 3aIIUThl, UIMMYHOJIOTHYECKHUM CTaTyC

Abstract

Purpose. The study of the productive traits of chickens when fed with a prebiotic supplement that
stimulates the antioxidant and immunological defenses of the body

Materials and Methods. The studies were carried out in certified laboratories. The resulting digital
material was processed using the statistical package Microsoft Excel, which provides verification of
the reliability of the data using the Student's criterion.

Results. It has been established that the introduction of the feed additive "LactuSuper" into the diet
of laying hens of the Hisex Brown cross dramatically increases their productivity by 85 eggs in 10
weeks of the experiment, or by 1.2 eggs per positive laying hen, the egg-laying intensity — by 1.74%,
feed savings — by 0.6 g per day per head, obtaining a hatching egg yield of 4% (97% compared to
93% of the control group). The balance of the feed additive "LactuSuper" with biologically active
absorbed absorbable carotenoids in the yolk of the incubation eggs of the experimental group was
23.36% (P<0.001), which was 16.9 ug/g in absolute values. Incubation of eggs showed a high hatch
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of chickens in both groups (82.44 and 85.27%), but in the experimental group, the excess in this in-
dicator was 2.83%. High rates of production and quality of hatching eggs in the experimental
group, apparently, are provided by the activation of metabolism in the body of chickens, as a result
of feeding them the studied additive. Due to the antioxidant properties of the tested feed additive the
activity of superoxide dismutase (SOD) increased by 11.22% (P<0.01), glutathione peroxidase
(GPO) — by 3.02% (P<0.05), ceruloplasmin (CP) — by 16.58% (P<0.01), total antioxidants (TOA)
by 26.97% (P<0.01), and malondialdehyde (MDA) activity decreased by 14.15% (P<0,01). The lev-
el of T-lymphocytes responsible for cellular immunity increased by 12.61% (P<0.01), and the con-
tent of B-lymphocytes characterizing humoral resistance increased by 6.83% (P<0.05) relative to
the control. An increase in the level of classical antibodies was recorded in the experimental group.
Thus, the content of IgA and IgG increased by 17.26 (P<0.01) and 7.62% (P<0.05) compared with
the control. The presence of IgM also exceeded the control values in the experimental group by
7.79% (P<0.05).

Conclusion. Thus, it was found that the feed additive "LactuSuper"” developed by us contributed to
the increase in the egg production of the parent flock and the quality of hatching eggs. The active
substances of the prebiotic supplement ensured a decrease in the level of free radical lipid oxida-
tion, which had a positive effect on the formation of the body's antioxidant defense, strengthening
cellular and humoral immunity.

Keywords: prebiotic supplement, chickens, Hisex Brown cross, egg productivity, antioxidant de-
fense enzymes, immunological status

BBenenue. [lonHoe MCKIIIOYEHNE KOHTAKTA KUBOTHBIX C PA3JIMYHOrO POJa TOKCMHAMHU, PO-
BOCTIAJUTEIbHBIMU (PAKTOPAMU U JICKAPCTBEHHBIMM IpernapaTaMyu MPaKTHUECKH HEBO3MOXKHO MPH
WHTEHCUBHOM TTHUIIEBOJICTBE C BHICOKOH IJIOTHOCTHIO NOTOJIOBBS. B COBpEeMEHHBIX MPe/ICTaBICHUSIX
O MHUTAHUU CEJIHLCKOXO3SHUCTBEHHBIX KUBOTHBIX M MTHI] ONTUMAJIbHBIN PAIlMOH JOKEH COJEPKATh
(GyHKIIMOHAJIbHbIE KOMIIOHEHTHI, 00€CIIEUMBAIOIINE OPTaHU3M HE TOJIbKO 0a30BBIMU MUTATEIbHBIMU
BEILIECTBAMHU, HO U PA3JIUYHBIMH OHOJOTHYECKH AaKTUBHBIMHU BEIIECTBAMHU, CIOCOOCTBYIONIUMU
YKPEIUJICHUIO 370pOBbs, JTyUIlIeMY HCIOJIb30BAHUIO MUTATEILHBIX BEIIECTB palliOHa U 0Oecredu-
BAIOIIMMHU TOJTyUY€HUE KaUECTBEHHBIX MPOAYKTOB (MsCO, siiilla, BKJItOYas MHKyOarmonueie) (Van der
Aar PJetal., 2017; Liu Y et al., 2018; I'punb M.C., 2019; Cnoxxenkuna M.W. u np., 2021). /lanHas
TEHJICHIIMS CTaja OCOOCHHO aKTyaJbHOU MOCJE TOro, KaK ObUIO 3alperieHo UCI0JIb30BaHUE KOPMO-
BbIXx aHTUOUOTHKOB (L1 J, 2017; T'opnoB N.®. u Cnoxenkuna M.U., 2020). Cpeau pa3iInyHbIX BU-
JI0OB pACTEHUM, UCTIOJIB3YEMBIX B KAUECTBE KOpMa JIJIsl 'KUBOTHBIX, BBICISIETCS PACTOPOMIIA MSATHHU-
ctas (Silybum marianum L.). 910 pactenue uzBectHo 6osiee 2000 ynet, 6orato OMOIOTHUUECKU AK-
TUBHBIMU BEIIECTBAMU, TAKUMHU KaK CHWJIMMapUH U TaKCU(OJIUH, COJIEPKAIIUMUCSI B OCHOBHOM B
cemenax (Hlangothi D et al., 2016). Cemena pactopomniiid U UIpoT, MOJTYyYEHHbIH B pe3yjbTaTe OT-
JIeJICHUS Macja, COAepKaT psii BEUIECTB, YAYUIIAIOIIUX TOMEOCTa3 opranu3Ma (CHIIMOMHUH, CUJTU-
JTMaHUH, U30CUJIUKPUCTUH, CUIUKPUCTUH, nzocwmOud A u B) (Marmouzi I et al., 2021). Kpome
TOTO, BBICOKAsl KOHIICHTpAIlUsl BUTaMUHA E MOJIOKUTENBHO BIUSIET HA AHTUOKCHUJAHTHYIO 3aIUTY U
metabomu3M (Jakubowska M and Karamucki T, 2021). Cunumapus, Hapsigy ¢ IpyrMMH COEIHHE-
HUSMH, 00JIaIaeT aHTUTeMaTOTOKCUYECKUMH, aHTHOKCUIAHTHBIMHU, aHTUKAHIIEPOTEHHBIMU U TIPO-
TUBOBOCHAJIUTENIbHBIMU cBOMcTBaMU. IIIpoT U3 pacToporniiy TakKe COINEPKUT OeTauH, TPUMETHUIIT -
JIUIIMH U HE3aMEHUMBIE KUPHBIE KUCIIOTHI, YYACTBYIOIIME B IeNaTONPOTEKTOPHON U TPOTUBOBOCTIA-
mutenbHoM 3amuTe (Hlangothi D et al., 2016). Kpome Toro, BelllieHa3BaHHBIN MIPOT yIydllIaeT am-
METUT, YCUJIMBAET BBIJICJICHUE MUIIIEBAPUTEIIBHBIX COKOB, CTUMYJIUPYET pabOTy CUCTEMBI KPOBOOO-
pauieHust u neuenu (Zarei A et al., 2016). bnaromapst ie4eOHBIM CBOWCTBAM CHJIMMAapHHA BETEPU-
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HapHBIC CIEIUATUCTHI OTIAI0T €My IPEANOUYTEeHNE KaK HATypaIbHOMY JICKAPCTBY U PEKOMEHIYIOT
JUIST ”HTEHCUBHOT'O KUBOTHOBOACTBa (Tavakolinasab F et al., 2020). B cBsi3u ¢ yem pactoporiiia
MATHUCTAST MOXET IIHUPOKO MCTOJIb30BATHCS sl KOPMIIEHHUS >KUBOTHBIX U B BeTepuHapuu. Hekoro-
pbI€ OTpaHWYEHHUS MOXKET HAKJIaJbIBaTh BBICOKOE COJIEpKaHUE IEJIII0N03bl U (PpaKIuy JTUTHUHA B
paloHax JKMBOTHBIX ¢ OJHOKamMepHbIM kenyiakoM (Sadowska K et al.,, 2011; barno O. u np.,
2021).

MHuoroob6eniatoiye pe3yabTaThl B IJIaHE MOBBIIICHUS MPOAYKTUBHOCTH MTHUIIBI TOKA3aJIH J0-
0aBKkM Ha ocHOBE JakTysno3bl (Cypaii I1.D. u ap., 2018; Psouesa C.A. u ap., 2020). budunorennsie
CBOMCTBA JIAKTYJIO3bl OTHOCSITCS K YHCIY 3HAYUMBIX (PAKTOPOB YJIy4IICHUS MUKPOOHOTO (hoHA KH-
HIeYHNKa Makpoopranuzma. O6pasyroiyecs Npy pacileryieHuu oJauro-QppykTo3sl OuduaodakTepun
BO3JICHCTBYIOT Ha IOJIaBJICHUE MaTOTCeHHOW MHUKPOQIOpPHI B TOJCTOM KuIke. PocT uncna oudumo-
OakTepuil CTUMYIUPYET WHTEHCHUBHOCTh OKHUCIUTEIHLHO-BOCCTAHOBUTEIBHBIX TPOIIECCOB B Opra-
HU3ME TTHUIIBI, YTO MPOSBISETCS TJIABHBIM 00pPa30M B YJIYUIIICHUH MPOIIECCOB MUIIEBAPEHUS, CHHTE-
3a TOPMOHOB, pepMeHTOB U BUTaMuHOB (Pucunun B.U. u np., 2016; Khan S et al., 2020).

Heab padoTbl — U3YYUTh BIUSHUE KOMIUICKCHOW MPEOMOTHYECKON M00aBKHM HAa MPOTYKTHB-
HOCTh, aHTHOKCHJIAHTHYIO 3aIIUTy 1 UMMYHOJIOTHIECKHI CTaTyC KYp.

Martepuanabl 1 MeTOAbl. DKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIC MCCIICIOBAaHMS OBUIM MPOBEICHBI Ha Kypax-
HECYIIKax Kpocca «XalCeKec KOPUYHEBBI» Ha 0a3e MIEMEHHOI0 PENnpoAYKTOpa BTOPOIro MOPsIKa
CII «Cgetasiit» 3A0 «Arpodupma «Bocrok» Boarorpaackoit odiactu. B Bo3pacte 25 Henens no
METOJly Map aHaJIOTOB ObUIM C(HOPMUPOBAHBI 2 TPYHIBI Kyp (KOHTpOJIbHASA U onbITHAsA) 0 70 TOJIOB
B KaKJIOM, MPOJIOJKUTEILHOCTD MCCIe0BaHus cocTapuia 10 Henens (Tadmuna 1).

Taoauna 1. Ctpykrypa onbita
Table 1. Experience structure

Bo3spac
I'pymma pact KonnuectBo
TITHII,
B OIIBITE TOJIOB [TapaMeTpsl KOpMIICHUS
HENIeTb
Group _ H, Number of Feeding parameters
: ) Bird’s age,
in experience heads
weeks
KontposbHas CraHaapTHBINM KOMOUKOPM
25 70
Control Standard compound feed
OrnbiTHAA B cocrtaBe parmona 5% npeOnoTuyecKoi 100aBKu
25 70 «JlaktyCynep»
Experimental As part of the diet 5% prebiotic supplement "LactuSuper"

KopmiieHne Kyp KOHTPOJBHOW TPYIIIbl OCYIIECTBISIOCh KOMOUKOPMAaMH, B COOTBETCTBUU C
TpeOOBAHUSIMHU K Ka4€CTBY ChIPhbSl M TOTOBOTO KOMOMKOpMa. B CTpykType parmoHa Ayl Kyp OIBIT-
HOM TPYIIBI COJIeprKaiach HOBasi KOpMOBasi J00aBka B KoJndecTBe 5%.

Yuer sSsUYHOW TPOAYKTUBHOCTH, COXPAHHOCTH M pacxojia KOPMOB MPOBOJUIIN €XKETHEBHO.
buoxumudeckue nokazaTtesid KpoBu orpenessuiv no metogukaM AO «/Inakon-ZICy» ¢ ncnosib30BaHuEM
COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO HaOOpa OMOXMMHUYECKHX PEareHTOB Ha aBTOMATHUECKHX OMOXMMUYECKUX aHAIN3a-
topax URIT-800Vet (Kurait), URIT-3020 (Kutaii), Ha ceptudunmpoBaHHOM 000pYIOBaHUH B KOM-
IJIeKCHOM aHanmuTryeckoi Jadopartopun I'HY HUMMMII (Bonrorpan, Poccust). PesynbTaThl uccieno-
BaHUM ObUTM 00paOOTaHbl CTATUCTHYECKH 110 MeToIMKe CThIOZICHTA C ONPECIICHUEM YPOBHS JIOCTOBEP-
HOCTH.
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KopmoBas nob6aBka «JlaktyCymnep» (TY 10.91.10-269-10514645-2022) pazpadorana I'HY
HUMMMII (Boarorpan, Poccus). B ocHOBe 100aBKH HIPOT M3 PaCTOPOIIIN B COYETAHUM C JTAKTY-
JI0301, OPTaHUYECKUMHU KUCITIOTAMH U BUTAMUHAMM.

Pe3ysabTaTrhl M 00cy:xaenne. [lo utoram npoBeJEHHOrO HAYYHOTO SKCIIEPUMEHTA OBLIO BBI-
SBJICHO, YTO MPEOMOTHYECKAasT KOPMOBasl 100aBKa MO3BOJIMJIA MOBBICUTh YPOBEHB SIHIIEHOCKOCTU
KYp-HECYIIIEK OIBITHOM TPYyMIIbI: 00INee KOJIMYECTBO CHECEHHBIX SHI] BO3POCIO Ha 85 MITyK, Ha
CPEIIHIOI0 HECYIIKY — Ha 1,2 dillla, MHTEHCUBHOCTh SHIIEKIaIKu — Ha 1,74%, sKOHOMUSA KOpMa — Ha
0,6 r/ron. (Tabauma 2).

Taoauna 2. 300TeXHUYECKHUE MOKa3aTeaN TPOU3BOACTBA UHKYOAIIMOHHBIX SIUI]
Table 2. Zootechnical indicators of the production of hatching eggs

3HayeHus KonTtponbsHas rpymnma Kyp OmnbITHAS TPYIIA Kyp
Values Control group of hens Experimental group of hens

11 .

onyquo- ST, T 4502 4587
Eggs received, pcs.
n I %

HTGHCITIBH(.)CTB H.I/IHGKJIaHKH, 0 91,87 93,61
Egg-laying intensity, %
H :

a CPEIIHIOIO HGCYH.IKy, 1T 643 65,5
For an average laying hen, pcs.
1 :

oTpedsIeHue K.opMa, I/TON 1197 119,1
Feed consumption, g / head

0
CoxpaHHOCTB, %0 100 100
Safety, %
1

3atpaTs! KopMa, Kr/10 sun 1,30 1,27
Feed costs, kg / 10 eggs
M

acca A, T 62,79+0,24 63,96+0,27*x*
Weight of eggs, g

3a mepuoJl OnbITa B KOHTPOJIHHOW M OMNBITHOW Tpymmax He ObUI0 3aUKCHUPOBAHO Majiexa
ITHUIL, B PE3YyJIbTATE YEr0 COXPaHHOCTh Kyp coctaBuia 100%.

B utore sn4dHas NMpOayKTUBHOCTh KYp POJWTEIBCKOrO CTaJa ONMPEAEISIETCS BBIXOJIOM WHKY-
OaIMOHHBIX SIUI], KOTOPBIA B OMBITHOM rpymime Obll Ha 4% BbIIIE, Y4EM B KOHTPOJIBHOM, MO Macce
OHH TaKke IMPeBOCXOoaMIH KOHTpoJib Ha 1,17 r (P<0,01), mo enununam XAY — Ha 1,15% (P<0,05).
TonmuHa ckopaynsl yeeanuuiack Ha 7,0 MM (P<0,05) u coctaBuia 363 MKM B OINBITHOM IpyIIIeE.
COanancupoBaHHOCTh KOPMOBOM 100aBku «JlakTyCymnepy» OMOJOTMYECKH aKTUBHBIMH BEIIECTBAMU
CrocoOCTBOBAA YBEIUYEHUIO KAPOTUHOUIOB B JKEJITKE MHKYOAIIMOHHBIX SIMIl OMIBITHOM TPYIIbI HA
23,36% (P<0,001), uTo B aOCOIIOTHBIX 3HAYECHMSX COCTaBWIO 16,9 MKI/T.

NukyOupoBaHue sivil MPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAJIO BEICOKHI BBIBOJI IIBIUIAT B 00eux rpynnax (82,44
u 85,27%), HO MpHU 3TOM B OMNBITHOM T'PYIIIE MPEBBIIIEHNWE MO JAaHHOMY MOKAa3aTEI0 COCTABHIIO
2,83%.

Bricokue mokaszaTenyd MpPOU3BOJICTBA M KaueCTBa MHKYOAIIMOHHBIX SIUI[ B OMBITHOW TPYIINE
MOXHO OOBSICHUTh aKTUBHU3AIMEW METa00JIM3Ma B OpPraHU3Me Kyp B pe3yJibTaTe CKaApMIIMBAHUS UM
n3ydaemMoi 100aBKH.

['emaTonornyeckue MoKa3aTeiau, MOJyYEHHbIE B PE3YIbTATE UCCIEAOBAHUM, TO3BOJIUIN yCTa-
HOBUTH YBEJIMUCHUE COACPKAHUS B KPOBU Kyp ONBITHOM Ipymbl 3putpouutoB Ha 14,82% (P<0,01),
remoryioonHa — Ha 11,76% (P<0,01) oTHOCUTEIHbHO KOHTPOJIS. YPOBEHb JEHKOIIMTOB HAXOIUJICS
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MPUMEPHO HAa YPOBHE MOKa3aTessi KOHTPOJIbHOM TPYIbL: pa3HUIIA B MOJIb3Y OMBITHOM I'PYMIBI CO-
craBuiia Bcero 1,17%, HO 1o ypoBHIO 00111eT0 O€Jika Kyphbl ONBITHON TPYIIIbI TPEBOCXOIUIN KOH-
TpoJib Ha 3,66% (P<0,05). Conep:kanue MOYEBUHBI B KPOBU Kyp ONBITHOU TIpyriibl Obu1o Ha 4,12%
(P<0,01) BbImIE, YEM B KOHTPOJIE, UTO CBUJICTEIILCTBYET 00 YBEIMUYCHUN UHTEHCUBHOCTH OEIIKOBOTO
oOMeHa B OpraHnusMe.

VYrieBoabl B OpraHu3Me MTUIIBI BBITOJHSIOT TJIABHBIM 00pa3oM dHEPreTUYECKYI0 PYHKIUIO U
WCIIOJB3YIOTCS ISl CUHTE3a HYKJIEOTHUJIOB M HYKJIEMHOBBIX KHUCJIOT. B Hamem uccienoBaHUM CO-
JiepKaHue TIIFOKO3bl B KPOBU Kyp OINBITHOW Tpymmbl ObUI0 BhIE Ha 6,39% (P<0,01), yTo HarnsaHO
OTpaXXaeT YPOBEHb YIIIEBOAHOTO OOMEHA M CUHTE3a OUOJIOTUYECKA AKTUBHBIX BEILIECTB.

[To HameMy MHEHUIO, aHTUOKCHJIAHTHBIE CBOMCTBA HOBOM KOPMOBOM J00aBKU JOJKHBI CTIO-
cOOCTBOBATH MOBBIIICHUIO PE3UCTEHTHOCTH KYp OMBITHOM I'pyMIbL. J{Ji1 TOTO MBI IPOBEIHU UCCIIE-
JIOBaHUE AKTHUBHOCTH (DEPMEHTOB AHTHOKCUIAHTHOTO CTaTyca Kyp OOEUX MOJOMBITHBIX TPYIIII
(pucyHok 1).

KoHTponbHasdA OnbITHaA

Control Experimental

cof, en/r Hb rmo, ea/r Hb LM, mmonb/cm3/u OO0A, mmonb/am3 MJA, mKmonb/am3

PucyHok 1. AKTUBHOCTH ()epMEHTOB aHTHOKCHIAHTHOTO CTaTyca Kyp:

CO/I — cynepokcugnucmyTasa; ['TIO — rmyratnonnepokcuaasa; L{I1 — nepynomiazmus;
OOA — o0mias OKHCIUTEIbHAS aKTUBHOCTDL; M A — MaJIOHOBBIN JUATLACTH

Figure 1. Enzyme activity of the antioxidant status of chickens:

SOD — superoxide dismutase, GPO — glutathione peroxidase, CP — ceruloplasmin,
OO0OA - total oxidative activity, MDA — malondialdehyde

[lonydeHHble pe3yabTaThl NOATBEPIAWIN HAIIE MPEAINOJI0KEHUE: aKTUBHOCTh CYIEPOKCHU-
aucmyTasbl (COJ[) Bo3pocna Ha 11,22% (P<0,01), rmyratuonnepokcunasel (I'TIO) — na 3,02%
(P<0,05), uepynomnasmuna (IIT) — nHa 16,58% (P<0,01), oOmias OKuCIUTEIbHAS AKTHBHOCTH
(OOA) — na 26,97% (P<0,01), a aktuBHOCT, MajoHOBOro auanpiaeruaa (MJIA) cHu3zmnach Ha
14,15% (P<0,01) no cpaBHEHHIO C KOHTPOJIEM.

Bricokass mpoAyKTHBHOCTh Kyp MHOAPa3yMEBAET YCTOMYMBBIA MMMYHHBIM CTaTyC, KOTOPBII
pa3jensieTcs Ha KJIETOYHbINA, TYMOPAJIbHBIM U OlleHUBaeTcsl ypoBHEM T- u B-muM@oiuTos, a Takxke
KOJIMYECTBOM HMMYHOTJIOOYJIMHOB B KPOBH (PUCYHKH 2 U 3).
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Pucynok 2. CoaepxaHue UMMYHOKOMIIETEHTHBIX KJIETOK Y Kyp, %o
Figure 2. The content of immunocompetent cells in chickens, %

4
,49
2,31 ,31
1,9

IgA, r/n 1gG, r/n IgM, r/n

— —KOHTpo/ibHaA — —OnbITHaA

Control Experimental

PucyHnok 3. YpoBeHb UMMYHOTJIOOYJIMHOB B KPOBH KYp, T/JT
Figure 3. The level of immunoglobulins in the blood of chickens, g /|

[TomyueHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl COAEPKaHUSI UMMYHOTJIO0YJIMHOB B KPOBH MOJONBITHBIX Kyp IPO-
JEMOHCTPUPOBAIIU MOBBIIIEHUE T'YyMOPATILHOTO UMMYHUTETA.

B ombiTHOH Tpytine 3aUKCHPOBAHO TOBBHIIICHUE YPOBHS KJIACCHMUECKUX aHTUTEN. Tak, co-
nepxkanue [gA u IgG Bo3pocno Ha 17,26 (P<0,01) u 7,62% (P<0,05) no cpaBHEHUIO C KOHTPOJIEM.
Hanuuue IgM Takske npeBbIliano KOHTPOJIbHBIC 3HAUEHUS B ONBITHOU rpymie Ha 7,79% (P<0,05).

3akiouenne. TakuMm 00pa3oMm BBIABICHO, YTO pa3pabOTaHHAasi HaMU KOpPMoOBas J00aBKa
«JlakTyCynep» okazana 3¢(heKTUBHOE ACHCTBHUE Ha SHUIIEHOCKOCTh Kyp POJAUTEIHLCKOTO CTa/la U Ka-
YECTBO MHKYOAllMOHHBIX SIUIl. AKTHUBHBIE BEIIECTBA MPEOMOTHUECKON M00aBKM CIOCOOCTBOBAIM
CHUXEHHUIO YPOBHSI CBOOOIHOPAAMKAIBLHOTO OKUCICHUS JUMUIOB, YTO OJAroONpHUATHO OTPA3HIOCH
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Ha (bOpMI/IpOBaHI/II/I aHTHOKCHﬂaHTHOﬁ 3alllUTBI OpraHu3Ma, YKPCIUICHHUU KIICTOYHOI'O U I'yMOpPaJlb-

HOT'O MMMYHHUTCTA.

baarogapHocts: IlpencTaBiieHHbIE B CTaTbe PE3yJIbTATHI MTOJIYYEHBI B PAMKAX BBINIOJIHEHUS
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