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Pe3rome

eab. CpaBHUTENBbHBIN aHATU3 MACHON MPOAYKTUBHOCTH OApaHYMKOB 3IUIb0AEBCKOM OPOJIbI TIPU
MX HaryJje U OTKOpME.

Marepuaabl U MeToabl. HayuHo-npou3BoCcTBEeHHbIH ONbIT npoBeaeH B KOX AOQmynxanukos
M.A. (Ceetnosipckuit paiion, Boarorpaackas o01acTh) Ha ABYX IpyIax OapaHYMKOB 31UJIb0aeB-
ckoi mopobl. OO0IIee KOJIUYECTBO YYACTBYIOIIMX B OMBITE )KMBOTHBIX — 40. @opMUpoBaHUE IKCIIe-
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PUMEHTAIBHBIX TPYHI OCYIIECTBUIOCH MO MPUHIUITY aHAI0roB no merojauke A.M. OBCSIHHUKOBA
(1976). IIpoaomKUTEeIbHOCTh TJIABHOTO IIepHoJia onbiTa cocTtaBuia 120 mgHel. JIMHAMUKY >KHUBOM
Macchl OApaHYMKOB OMPEEISIN MyTeM U3MEPEHHUs] JAHHOTO IMOKa3aTeysl y KaXJA0ro >KUBOTHOTO
yTpOM, 10 KOpMmJieHusi B Bo3pacte 4, 6 u 8 MecsieB. Y00il 6apaHuukoB (10 3 roJIOBbI U3 KaxKI0H
IPYIIbl) TPOBOAWIN MPU JOCTHKEHUH KUBOTHBIMU Bo3pacta 8 MecsueB. [Ipu u3ydyeHun MscHOU
MPOAYKTUBHOCTH YUYHUTHIBAJIU: MACCY KUBOTHBIX MOCIE TOJIOJHON BBIAEPKKH, MACCY OXJAXIECHHOU
TYIIU, BBIXOJI TYIIIM, MAaCCy U BBIXOJ BHYTPEHHETO JKHpa, MACCy KYpJIIOKa U BBIXOJ KYpPJIFOUHOTO
&Kupa, yooiiHy Maccy, yOOuHbIN BbIx0. Bech mosiydeHHbIN B Ipoiiecce UCCae0Banuil uppoBO
Marepuan o0padaThIBajICs ¢ MPUMEHEHUEM CTATUCTUUYECKUX METOJOB U MPOrpaMMHOr0 oOecreue-
Hus «Microsoft Excel», omnpenenenueM Kputepusi JOCTOBEPHOCTU pazHUllbl 10 CTbIOJECHTY-
Qduiepy.

Pesyabrathl. JlaHHbIE JUHAMUKH )KUBOW MACCHI B BO3PACTE KUBOTHBIX 8 MECALIEB CBUACTEIILCTBY-
IOT O TOM, YTO CPEIHSA KMBasi Macca OapaHYMKOB Ha oTKOpMe coctaBuia 55,20 kr nmpotus 50,80 xr
y UX CBEpCTHUKOB Ha Haryje. Pa3Huiia B mosib3y OapaHuukoB Ha oTkopMme coctaBuia 4,40 Kr win
8,66% u ObL1a 10cTOBEpHOU. [IpeBOCXOACTBO UX MO a0COMIOTHOMY U CPEIHECYTOUHOMY MPUPOCTAM
coctaBwio 3,70 xr u 30,8 T COOTBETCTBEHHO. 3a NMEPUOJ OT 4-X 10 8-MH MecCsIEB, T.€. 3a 120 qHeun
WCCIIeIOBAHUM, CPETHUM CYTOYHBIA MPUPOCT OapaHYMKOB Ha OTKOopMme cocTtaBmi 185,0 r mpoTus
154,2 r y cBepcTHUKOB Ha HaryJie. JKUBOTHbIE HA OTKOPME ITPEBOCXOAUIN CBOUX CBEPCTHUKOB M T10
ApyruM yOOMHBIM TOKa3zaTessiM: 1o macce Tymu — Ha 1,96 xr wiu 3,6% (P<0,01), mo macce BHyT-
penHero xupa — Ha 0,20 xr wim 17,24 % (P<0,01), mo macce kyparoka — Ha 0,60 kr wiu 18,30%
(P<0,05), no y6oiinoit macce — Ha 3,93 kr wiu 14,41% (P<0,01). IIpu sTOM yOOIHBIN BbIXOa Yy Oa-
paH4uKkoB Ha oTkopme coctaBuia 58,10%, uto Ha 1,90% BeIe, yeM y XKUBOTHBIX Ha HaryJje. Ilo
MOP(OJIOTHYECKUM TMOKa3aTesiM OapaHYMKU HAa OTKOPME MPEBOCXOASIT CBEPCTHUKOB Ha HaryJsie 1o
Macce MsIKoTd Ha 2,08 kr unu 12,17%. Ilo macce KOCTHON U COCAUHUTEILHON TKaHU CYIIECTBEH-
HOM pa3HUIIBI MEXKY >KMBOTHBIMHU Pa3HBIX Tpymnn He ycTaHoBieHo. [Io uHIEKCy MscHOCTH OapaH-
YUKU HA Haryje yCTynajlu CBOUM cBepcTHHKaM Ha 0,43 aOCOJIIOTHON BEIMYUHBI. YPOBEHb PEHTA-
0€IbHOCTH MTPOU3BOJACTBA OapaHUHBI y OaApaHYMKOB Ha OTKOpMe cocTaBui 36,16% nportus 13,47%
y CBEpCTHUKOB Ha Haryse. Pa3Huiia B moiabs3y 0apaHUMKOB Ha OTKOpME cocTaBuia 22,69%.
3akioueHue. VIHTEHCUBHBINM OTKOPM MOJIOJHSAKA OBEIl AAMIBL0ACBCKONW MOPOJBI SBISIETCS OoJjiee
3 PEKTUBHBIM CITIOCOOOM OTKOpPMA 10 CPABHEHHUIO C HATYJIOM.

KiroueBble ciioBa: 6apaHuuKy, 3UIb0aeBCKas OPOJa, HAaryJ, OTKOPM, MACHAs! MPOAYKTUBHOCTb,
3aTpaTbl KOPMOB, PEHTA0EIHHOCTh

Abstract

Purpose. Comparative analysis of meat productivity of rams of the Edilbaev breed during their
grazing and fattening.

Materials and Methods. Scientific and production experience was carried out in the peasant farm
Abdulkhalikov M. A. (Svetloyarsky district, Volgograd region) on two groups of rams of Edilbaev
breed. The total number of animals participating in the experiment is 40. The formation of experi-
mental groups was carried out according to the principle of analogues according to the methodolo-
gy of A.1. Ovsyannikov (1976). The duration of the main experimental period was 120 days. The dy-
namics of live weight of rams was determined by measuring this indicator in each animal in the
morning, before feeding, at the age of 4, 6 and 8 months. The rams were slaughtered (3 heads from
each group) when the animals reached the age of 8 months. When studying meat productivity, we
took into account: the weight of animals after fasting, the weight of the chilled carcass, the yield of
the carcass, the weight and yield of internal fat, the fat tail weight and the yield of fat tail, slaughter
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weight, slaughter yield. All digital material obtained during the research was processed using sta-
tistical methods and Microsoft Excel software and determination Student-Fisher's reliability criteri-
on of the difference.

Results. Data on the dynamics of live weight at the age of 8§ months indicate that the average live
weight of fattening rams was 55.20 kg versus 50.80 kg for their peers in grazing. The difference in
favor of fattening rams was 4.40 kg or 8.66% and was significant. Their superiority in absolute and
average daily growth was 3.70 kg and 30.8 g, respectively. Over a period of 4 to 8 months, i.e. over
120 days of research, the average daily gain of fattening rams was 185.0 g versus 154.2 g for graz-
ing rams of the same age. Fattening animals were superior to their peers in other slaughter indica-
tors. in carcass weight - by 1.96 kg or 3.6% (P<0.01), in internal fat weight - by 0.20 kg or 17.24 %
(P<0.01), in fat tail weight — by 0.60 kg or 18.30% (P<0.05), by slaughter weight — by 3.93 kg or
14.41% (P<0.01). At the same time, the slaughter yield for fattening rams was 58.10%, which is
1.90% higher than for grazing animals. According to morphological indicators, fattening rams are
superior to their peers in fattening in terms of pulp weight by 2.08 kg or 12.17%. There was no sig-
nificant difference in the mass of bone and connective tissue between animals of different groups.
According to the meatiness index, grazing rams were inferior to their peers by 0.43 absolute values.

Conclusion. Intensive fattening of young sheep of Edilbayev breed is a more effective method of fat-
tening compared to grazing. The level of profitability of mutton production for fattening rams was
36.16% versus 13.47% for grazing rams of the same age. The difference in favor of fattening rams
was 22.69%.

Keywords: rams, Edilbayev breed, grazing, fattening, meat productivity, feed costs, profitability

Beenenne. B nociennue rojpl odecrnedeHue 4eaoBEeKa KaueCTBEHHBIMU MPOJYKTaMU MUTA-
HUS SIBJISIETCSl BAXXHOUW COLIMAJIbHO-3KOHOMHMYECKOU mpoosiemoil. B pesynbrare mpoekta «OCHOBBI
roCy/IapCTBEHHOU MOJUTUKUA B 00JIACTH 3I0POBOT0 MUTaHMs HaceneHus: Poccuiickoit denepanyu Ha
nepuoa 10 2025 roga» OOHOW W3 MEPBOCTENECHHBIX 3aJ1a4 SBJSETCS MOMJEPKKA OTEYECTBEHHOTO
MIPOU3BOAUTES, POU3BOJICTBO CHIPhSl U MPOJYKTOB JJIsl 3JOPOBOTO MUTAHUS, pa3pabOTKa TEXHOJIO-
ruu BeIpaniuBanus XuBOTHBIX (IloromaeB B.A. u ap., 2019; Gorlov IF et al., 2019; bazaes C.O. u
ap., 2020).

Baknelmumu ycioBusiMU NOBbIIEHUS 3 ()EKTUBHOCTH OTpACIU OBIIEBOJICTBA, HApsy C Ce-
JIEKIIMOHHBIMH METOJIaMHU, SIBIIAIOTCSI pa3padOTKa U COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUE TEXHOJIOTHYECKUX TpHE-
MOB MPOU3BOCTBA MPOIYKIINH, 00€CTICUUBAIOIINX YBEJIMUECHHUE MTPOAYKTUBHOCTH OBEI] U COKpaIllle-
Hue MmarepuanbHbix 3arpar (Kymuk J.K. u np., 2017; Jlymuukos B.I1., 2017; Konocos FO.A.,
2019).

B namel crpane HauOosee JOCTYNHBIMH M3 BCEX BHJIOB MsiCa SIBJISIFOTCSI CBUHMHA U MSCO
NTUIBI, B 3TOW CBSI3U JKEJaTeNIbHO, YTOOBI Ha PBIHKE Msca MOSBUIACH €llle U OapaHUHA, MOATOMY
HEOO0XO0AMMO MEePEXOIUTh Ha ycuieHHOe pa3BuTue oBiieBojicTBa (Iloromaes B.A. u np., 2018; Abo-
HeeB B.B. u Konocos 10.A., 2020; Yamypnues H.I'. u ap., 2022). 3acnyXkuBaeT BHUMaHUS Pa3BO-
auMasi BO MHOTUX pernonax Poccuu, B Tom uucie u Boarorpajackoi odnactu, 31uiib0aeBcKas mo-
pOJia OBEIl, XapaKTEPU3YIOWIASICS BBICOKOW CKOPOCIIEIOCTBIO U MSACOCAJIBbHOU MPOJYKTUBHOCTHIO,
KPYITHON BEJIMYMHON MaccChl U BBIHOCIUBOCTBIO, CTOMKOCTBIO K 3a00JIEBAaHUAM U HENPUXOTIMBO-
CTBIO K ycloBUAM kopmiieHus u conepxanus (baboukun I1.C. u 3abenuna M.B., 2019; Momnua-
HoB A.B. u Eroposa K.A., 2019, 2020; Gorlov IF et al., 2020).

B ¢BsI3U C 3TUM LENBIO UCCIEIOBAHUN SBJISIIOCH IMTPOBEACHUE HAYYHO-XO3IMCTBEHHOTO OMbITA
10 JICIICBOMY THUITY HaryJjia ¥ ”HTECHCUBHOMY OTKOPMY MOJIOJHSIKA OBEIl 3/IUJIb0AEBCKOM MOPO/IbI.
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MarepuaJjbl 1 MeTObl. DKCTIEPUMEHTAIbHBIC UCCIICIOBAHUSI ObUIM Ha4YaThl B aBryCTE U 3a-
BepuieHbl B Aekadpe 2022 roga B KOX A6aynxanukoB M.A. Cetnosipckoro paiiona Bonrorpan-
ckoi oOnactu. IIpogoKUTENHPHOCTD TJIABHOTO MepHo/ia onbiTa coctaBmwia 120 nueit. J{na HaydHo-
MIPOU3BOJACTBEHHOTO OIbITa CKOMILIEKTOBAHBI JIBE TPYMIbl YUCTOMOPOIHBIX OApaHYMKOB 3UIIb0A-
€BCKOM moposl — 1o 20 KUBOTHBIX B rpymie. [Ipu dopMupoBaHuu rpyIn y4uTbIBaau CPOK POKIE-
HUs (pa3HUIly He Oojiee 5 jaHei), Maccy *KHUBOTHBIX (pa3HHUIIa He mpeBbimana 5%). @opMUpoOBaHUE
AKCIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX TPYIIT OCYIIECTBWIOCH MO MPUHIMIY aHAJIOTOB MO METOJUKE, OMHCAHHOW
A.W. OBcaanukoBbIM (1976).

JInHaMuKy *KUBOW Macchl 0apaHUYUKOB OMPEEISIN MyTEM U3MEPEHUS JAHHOTO MOKa3aTess y
KaXJI0r0 KHUBOTHOT'O YTPOM, 10 KOPMIIEHUS B Bo3pacte 4, 6 u 8§ mecAleB ¢ TOUHOCThIO 110 0,5 kr. B
COOTBETCTBUHU CO CTAaHJAPTHONW METOIUKON OMpeAessii a0COIMIOTHBIN MPUPOCT KUBOM MACChl KaK
Pa3HOCTh JAHHOI'O MOKAa3aTessl B HA4YaJIe M KOHIIE OIbITA U CPEHECYTOYHBIA MPUPOCT — KAK OTHO-
MICHUE PA3HOCTH MEXY KOHEUYHOM M HA4YaJIbHOM MACCOW JKMBOTHBIX 34 YYETHBIM MEPHUOM K IPO-
JTOJKUTEIIbHOCTA YUUTHIBAEMOIO TIEPHUOJIA B CYTKaX.

Y601t 6apaHunKoB (110 3 TOJOBBI W3 KaXJAOW TPYIIIbI), YYACTBYIOIIMX B OMbITaX, TPOBOAUIN
MPUA JOCTHKECHUH KUBOTHBIMU 8-MUMECAYHOTO Bo3pacrta. [Ipu n3yuyeHnn MsCHOM MPOSYKTUBHOCTH
YUYUTBHIBAJIA: MACCY KUBOTHBIX MOCJIE T'OJOAHOMN BBIIECPKKH, MACCY OXJIAXKIECHHOW TylIH, BBIXO TY-
I, MAacCy M BBIXOJl BHYTPEHHETO JKHpaA, MacCy KypAIOKa U BBIXOJ KYpJIOUHOI'O XKupa, YOOUHYIO
Maccy, yoolHbiid BbixoJ. COryiacHO pe3yibTaraM OOBaJKU MOJYTYI C YCTAaHOBJIEHHEM MACChI M-
KOTH U KOCTEN M3ydaau MOpP(OJOru4ecKuii COCTaB TYIIH, a IO COOTHOIICHUIO MACChl MAKOTH U KO-
CTEl BBIUUCIISUIN KOADPUIIUEHT MICHOCTH.

DKOHOMHUYECKYIO0 3(P(EKTUBHOCTh BBIPAIIMBAHUSI YYACTBYIOIIETO B OIBITE MOJOJHSIKA pac-
CUUTHIBAJIM HA OCHOBAHUM JTAHHBIX XO3SUCTBEHHBIX 3aTpaT Ha €ro cojJepkaHue M NpUObLIH, MOJY-
YEHHOU OT peajn3alyy IPOU3BEACHHON IPOAYKIUH.

Bech nosydeHHbIN B MPOLIECCE UCCIIeA0BaHUM ITU(PpOoBOIl MaTepuan o0padaThIBajICs C IpUMeE-
HEHHEM CTaTUCTUUYECKUX METOJOB U IporpamMmmHoro odecnedyenus «Microsoft Excel», onpeaenenu-
€M KpUTEpHUs ITOCTOBEPHOCTH pa3HuUlbl 1o CteroaeHTy-Puinepy. Iloporu cTaTUCTHYECKH AOCTO-
BepHBIX pasznuuuid: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01; *** — P<0,001.

Pe3yabTarsl 1 00cy:kaeHue. BaxxHbIM TOKa3zaTeleM, XapaKTEPU3YIOIMIUM POCT KHUBOTHBIX,
ABIIIETCS. U3MEHEHHUE UX KUBOW MAcCChl 32 ONpeAeieHHbId nepuold. [losTanHoe u3MeHeHue KUBOU
Macchl aOCOJIFOTHOTO U CPEAHECYTOYHOTO MPUPOCTOB MPEICTABICHO B TabmuIe 1.

Cpennsis )xuBasi Macca OapaHUYMKOB HAa OTKOPME MPU JOCTUKEHUU UMU O-MECSYHOTO BO3pacTta
coctaBwia 42,20 Kr, 4TO 1OCTOBEPHO MPEBOCXOAUIIO AaHATOTUYHBIN MTOKA3aTeJb )KUBOTHBIX HA HaryJse
Ha 2,35 kr wiu Ha 5,80%. [Ipu 3ToM pa3HuIla o aOCOJIOTHOMY MPUPOCTY y OApaHUYHUKOB HA OTKOPME
ObLJIa BBIIIE IO CPABHEHUIO CO CBEpCTHUKAMU Ha Haryse Ha 1,65 kr. [IpeBocxoAcTBO OapaHYMKOB Ha
OTKOPME T10 CPABHEHUIO C HAT'YJIOM IO CPEAHECYTOUHOMY IIPUPOCTY COCTABUIIO 25,7 KT.

JlaHHBIE MHAWBUAYAIBHOTO B3BEIIMBAHUS KUBOTHBIX B 8-MHUMECSAYHOM BO3PACTE IMOKA3aJIH
MIPEBOCXOJICTBO O0apaHYMKOB Ha OTKOpPME: MO *KUBOW Macce — Ha 4,40 kr unu 8,79%, o abcotoT-
HOMYy TipupocTy — Ha 3,70 xr wim 20,0%, 1o cpegnecyrounomy npupocty — Ha 30,80 kr.

AHanu3 IUHAMUKHU KABOW MACCHI B BO3PACTE )KUBOTHBIX 8 MECALIEB CBUJIETEIBCTBYET O TOM,
4TO CPEAHss KMBas mMacca O0apaHUYMKOB Ha OTKopMe coctaBuia 55,20 kr mpotuB 50,80 kr y mx
CBEPCTHUKOB Ha HaryJje. PazHuiia B mosias3y 0apaHuyuKOB Ha OTKopMe coctaBuia 4,40 kr win 8,66%
u Obuta JocToBepHOM. [IpeBOCX0ACTBO MX MO aOCOMIOTHOMY M CPEIHECYTOUHOMY MPHUPOCTaM CO-
ctaBwio 3,70 xr u 30,8 r COOTBETCTBEHHO. 3a Nepuoa oT 4-x 10 8-MHU MeCAIIEB, T.€. 3a 120 1HEH uc-
CJIEIOBAaHUM, CPEAHUM CYTOYHBIA MPUPOCT OapaHYMKOB Ha OTKOpMe coctaBui 185,0 © mpoTuB
154,2 r y CBepCTHHUKOB Ha Haryse.
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Taoauna 1. )Kuas macca, abCOJIIOTHBIN U CPEIHECYTOUHBIA PUPOCTHI
O0apaHYMKOB HAMIH0AEBCKOU MOPOIBI

Table 1. Live weight, absolute and average daily gain
rams of the Edilbaev breed

Tun BbIpanMBaHus
Bo3spacr, mec. Growing type
Age, months Haryn OTKOPM
grazing fattening

JImHaMUKa )KMBOM MAacChl, KT
Dynamics of live weight, kg

[Tpu mocTaHOBKE Ha OHITIT B 4 Mecsia 32.3040.36 33,0£0.41
At the start of the experiment at 4 months

6 MmecsLeB / months 40,55+0,35 42,90+0,60%*
8 Mmecsues / months 50,80+0,45 55,20+0,75**

AOQCOIIOTHBIN TIPUPOCT, KT
Absolute gain, kg

4 mecsra / months - -

4-6 mecsues / months 8,25 9.9

6-8 MmecsueB / months 10,25 12,3

Ot 4 o 8 mecs1eB

From 4 to 8 months 18,50 22,2
CpeanecyTo4YHbI TPUPOCT, T
Average daily gain, g
4-6 mecsues / months 137,5 165,0
6-8 MmecsneB / months 170,8 205,0
4-8 mecsueB / months 154,2 185,0

Baxkneimmm nokasatenem, xapakrepusyronuM 3p(PEeKTUBHOCTh Haryjia U OTKOpMa, SIBJISIOT-
Cs 3aTpaThl KOPMOB Ha 1 Kr mpupocTta kuBoil Macchl. 3a 120 nHEH Hay4YHO-XO35IMCTBEHHOTO OIbITA
KUBOTHBIE oOeux rpymnm 3atparwin 151,8 sneprernueckux xopmoBbix enuuuil [(1,15 OKE x 60
nuei)+(1,38 OKE x 60 nneit)] u 15,61 xr nepeBapumoro npoterna [(121,5 r nepeBapumoro npore-
uHa x 60 mueit) + (138,6 T nepeBapumoro npoteuHa x 60 nueit)]. 3a ykazanusiil Boitne nepuoa (120
JHEel) OapaHUYMKUA HAa OTKOPME Jaiu 22,2 KT MPUPOCTA )KMBOW MAaCChl, & UX CBEPCTHUKU Ha HAryJie —
18,50 kr (Tabmua 2).
Taoauua 2. 3atpaThl SJHEPTETUUECKUX KOPMOBBIX €IUHMUIL
Y TIepEeBapuUMOro NpoTerHa Ha 1 Kr nmpupocTa )KUBOil MaccChl
Table 2. Costs of energy feed units
and digestible protein per 1 kg of live weight gain

3atpartsl OKE 3atparst AOCOIOTHBIN 3aTpatsl
Tun IEPEBAPUMOTO
BBIpAIMBaHUS >4 OfiblT IIPOTEHHA 3a OIIBIT, KT HPUPOCT, KI' | Ha | KI' HpHpOCTa
_ EFU costs . o Absolute Costs
Growing type for experience Costs digestible protein din k or 1 ke oain
P per experience, kg sam, 18 p &8

Haryn 151,8 15,61 18,50 821 | 0,844
Grazing
Otropm 151,8 15,61 22,20 6,83 | 0,703
Fattening
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AHaN3 JaHHBIX TAOJUIIBI 2 CBUIETEIBCTBYET O TOM, UTO MIPU OTHOCUTEIHLHO BBICOKMX IMOKa-
3aTeNsIX 3aTpaT KOPMOB MPEBOCXOJICTBO 0apaHUMKOB Ha OTKOPME HaJl X CBEPCTHHKAMU Ha HaryJie
COCTaBHWJIO: IO SHEPTEeTUYECKUM KOPMOBBIM enuHuiam — 1,38 wim 20,20%, no nepeBapuMomMy npo-
teuny — 0,111 r unm 15,79%.

Y060i1 MOAONBITHBIX OApaHYMKOB MPOBOJMIN B KOHIIE OMNbBITA MO JOCTUXKEHUU >KUBOTHBIMU 8-
MHUMECSYHOro Bo3pacta (tadyiuna 3). s yoost ObuIM 0TOOpaHbI 1O 3 TOJIOBBI U3 KaKJIOW TPYIIIHI,
XapakTepHbIe s Tpymbl. [lepen yboem )KMBOTHBIEC MOABEPTATMCH TOJIOTHON BBIEPIKKE B TCUCHUE
24 yacoB 6e3 kopMa 1 12 gacoB 0e3 BOBI.

Taoauna 3. CpaBHUTEIBHBIC [TOKa3aTENN YOOsI OapaHYMKOB B 8§ MECSIIIEB
Table 3. Comparative indicators of slaughter of rams at 8§ months

Twun BeIpanvBaHus
ITokasarenb Growing type
Indicator Haryn OTKOPM
grazing fattening
M v
a'cca )KI/IBO'{‘HBIX nocJie I‘OJ-IOI[HOI/I BBIZICPIKKH, KT 48.58+0.72 53.7040,83%*
Weight of animals after fasting, kg
M
a.cca TYIIH )I(I/IBO"I‘HI)IX, KT 22.8340.22 24,7940 29%
Animal carcass weight, kg
Beixon Tymm, %
44,94 46,16
Carcass yield, % ’ ’
Macca BHYTpEHHETO KHpa, KT 1.16+0,02 1.3640,03
Internal fat mass, kg
B 0
T)IXOI[ B'HYTpeHHCI‘O xupa, % 2.40 2,53
Yield of internal fat, %
Macca kyprioxa, kr 3,28+0,11 3,88+0,12
Fat tail weight, kg
BT:IXOI[ Kypz[}quoro xupa, % 6.75 7.30
Yield of tail fat, %
VYo6oii
OUHAA MACEa, Kt 27,27+0,26 31,20-£0,32%*
Slaughter weight, kg
VOoMHbIi BEIX0O, %
56,20 58,10
Slaughter yield, % ’ ’

Macca 6apaHUYMKOB Ha OTKOPME MOCJE T'OJ0JHOM BBIIEPKKH cocTaBuia 53,70 Kr, 4TO JOCTO-
BepHO (P<0,01) Bbillle MO CPaBHEHUIO C aHAJIOTMYHBIM TMOKA3aTEJIEM Yy UX CBEPCTHUKOB Ha Harylie
Ha 5,12 kr mwim 10,54%. JKuBOTHBIE HA OTKOPME TaKk€ MNPEBOCXOAWIN CBOMX CBEPCTHUKOB W IO
ApyruM yOOMHBIM TOKa3aTessiM: 1o mMacce Tymu — Ha 1,96 xr wiu 3,6% (P<0,01), mo macce BHyT-
penHero xupa — Ha 0,20 xr wim 17,24 % (P<0,01), no macce kyparoka — Ha 0,60 xr wim 18,30%
(P<0,05), no y6oiinoit macce — Ha 3,93 kr wiu 14,41% (P<0,01). IIpu sTOM yOOIHBIN BbIXOa Yy Oa-
paH4YnKOB Ha oTKOpMe cocTaBuia 58,10%, uto Ha 1,90% BeIIE, YeM y )KMBOTHBIX Ha HaryJie.

Taxkum oOGpaszom, ucciaeI0BaHUSIMHU YCTAHOBJICHO, YTO TI0 BCEM YOOMHBIM IOKa3aTesisiM OapaH-
YUK Ha OTKOPME MPEBOCXOAWIN 0apaHYMKOB Ha HaryJe.

KadecTBeHHbIE TOKA3aTENM MOJYYEHHBIX B OIBITE TYII ONMPEEICHBI MOCce YOOs MOIONBITHBIX
O0apaHunkoB (Tabnuna 4). B pe3ynbprare 0OBajIku Tyl Oblja ompejiesieHa Macca MBIIIEYHON TKaHH,
a TaK)KE€ KOCTHOU U COEAMHUTEIILHON TKAHEH.
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Taoauna 4. CoOTHOIICHUE MBIIICUHOM, KOCTHON M COCIMHUTEIbHOM TKaHU
B TyIIax OapaHIMKOB
Table 4. The ratio of muscle, bone and connective tissue in ram carcasses

Twun BeIpanvBanus

[Toka3zarenp Growing type
Indicator Haryn OTKOPM
grazing fattening

Maf:ca Tyl 6apaHYuKOB, KT 22.830.22 24,79:0,83%*
Weight of ram carcasses, kg

M v
acca M.BIHIe‘-IHOI/I TKaHU, KT 17.0020.15 19.1720,26%*
Muscle tissue mass, kg

Brixo MeIiieunou TkaHu, %

74,85 77,33

Muscle tissue yield, %
M = v

acca KOCTHOHU U COGI[I/IHI/-ITGJI-BHOI/I TKaHU, KT 5.7440,09 5.60+0.11
Mass of bone and connective tissue, kg
B i i %

T:IXOI[ KOCTHOU U COG,Z[I/IH.I/ITGJ?BHOI/I TKaHu, % 25.15 22.67
Yield of bone and connective tissue, %
151

HJIEKC MSICHOCTH 298 341

Meatiness index

[TomyueHHbIE pe3yabTaThl CBUJIETEIBLCTBYIOT O MPEBOCXO0ACTBE MOPGHOJIOTHYECKUX MOKa3aTe-
neii 0apaHYMKOB Ha OTKOpPME HaJ CBEPCTHHKAMHM Ha HaryJje Imo Macce MSKoTH Ha 2,08 Kr wuiu
12,17%. ITo Macce KOCTHOM M COCAMHUTEILHON TKAaHEW CYIIECTBEHHOW Pa3HUIbI MEXKY KUBOTHBI-
MU Pa3HbIX TPYII HE YCTaHOBJEHO. [1o MHIEKCY MACHOCTH OapaHUYMKU Ha HaryJjie yCTyHaau CBOUM
cBepcTHUKaM Ha 0,43 aOCOMOTHON BEJIMUHMHBI.

JIJIsl OLIEHKH COPTOBOTIO COCTaBa OCYIIECTBISUIM Pa3pyOKy TYII MOJOMNBITHBIX OapaHYMKOB
pa3HBIX rpyni. Y 0apaHuYUKOB Ha OTKOpME Macca oTpyOoB I copra cocraBuna 19,12 kr unm 77,13%,
gyto Ha 2,03 kr mn 2,27% Beime (P<0,01), yeM y ux cBepcTHHUKOB Ha Haryine. [lo comepkanuio B
Tyme otpyboB Il copra B MpPOIEHTHOM OTHOIICHUMH OapaHYMKKW HAa OTKOPME YCTyIajld CBOUM
CBEpCTHUKAM Ha 2,27%.

OKoHYaTENBHBIM M HauOOoJiee BAXXHBIM IMTOKA3aTEJIEM HAay4YHBIX WCCIICIOBAaHUN SIBIISIETCS pac-
YeT IKOHOMHUYECKUX MOKa3aTeJel U OlpeleNIieHHe peHTa0eIbHOCTU MPOU3BOJICTBA KUBOTHOBOIYE-
CKOU mpoiyKiuu. PacyeTsl 9KOHOMUYECKUX MOKa3aTeel MPOBEACHBI B KOHIIE OIbITA M0 OTKOPMY U
Haryjxy 0apaHuMKOB 3IMJILOACBCKOM MOPOIABI U OTPAKEHBI B TAOJIHIIE 5.

W3 naHHBIX TaOIUIBI CAEAYET, YTO MIPUPOCT KUBOM Macchl 0apaHYMKOB HA OTKOPME COCTaBUII
22,2 xr npotuB 18,50 Kr y cBepcTHUKOB Ha HaryJjie. O01ue 3aTparbl HAa KOPMJICHUE U COJIEpKaHUE
OapaHUYMKOB Ha HaryJje u oTkopme coctaBuian 3750,00 py0. PacueTHas cedbecToumMocTh 1 KI pUpo-
CTa KHMBOW Macchl y OapaHYMKOB Ha OTKOpPME OKa3ajiach Huke Ha 33,78 py0. [Ipu oguHakoBol 11eHE
peanuzaruu 230,00 py6. 3a 1 Kr >XKMBOM MacChl yCIOBHAs MPUOBLTH Y OApaHUYMKOB Ha OTKOPME CO-
ctaBuia 61,08 py6. mpotuB 27,30 py0. y CBEpCTHHKOB Ha HaryJe, a B pacueTe Ha IoJIOBY IIPEBOC-
X0JCTBO OapaHYMKOB Ha OTKOopMe cocTtaBuiio 851,00 pyO. MpoOTHB UX CBEPCTHUKOB Ha Haryiie.

YpoBeHb peHTa0ENBHOCTH MPOU3BOACTBA OapaHWHBI y OapaHUYMKOB Ha OTKOPME COCTaBHII

36,16% npotuB 13,47% y cBepcTHUKOB Ha HaryJie. Pa3Huiia B mosib3y 0apaHYMKOB HA OTKOPME CO-
craBuia 22,69%.
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Taoauna 5. DxoHomudeckasi 3PEKTUBHOCTH Haryjia U OTKOpMa 0apaHuYUKOB
Table 5. Economic efficiency of grazing and fattening rams

Tun
[Toxa3zarenu BHpaH{HBaHHH
. Growing type
Indicators
HaryJ OTKOPM
grazing fattening
J’KuBas macca, Kr:
Live weight, kg:
0
apaH4YMKOB B H.aqa?ne OTIbITa | 32,30 33,00
rams at the beginning of the experiment
O0apaHYUKOB B KOHIIC OHBITa. 50.80 55.20
rams at the end of the experiment
AOCOIOTHBIN IPUPOCT )KUBOW MACCHI 32 SKCIIEPUMEHT, KT
: o : : . 18,50 22,20
Absolute increase in live weight during the experiment, kg
006 1 , pyO.
e BanaTBI.Ha (-:o-ﬂepmaHHe FOHOBBI.Sa AKCIIEPUMEHT, Py 3750.00 3750,00
Total cost of maintaining 1 head per experiment, rub.
Pacué 0 1 0.
ac.quHaﬂ cebecTouMOoCTh | KT mpupocTa, py 202,70 168.92
Estimated cost of 1 kg of growth, rub.
P 1 i 0.
eaJII/ISaI._II/IOHHaH ueHa. KT l'I.pI/IpOC”l-“a KUBOU MaCChI, Py 230,00 230,00
Sales price of 1 kg of live weight gain, rub.
VYuerHas npuObLIb, pyo.:
Accounting profit, rub.:
1
Ha | KT HpHPOCTa 2730 61.08
per 1 kg gain
Ha | rosioBy
505,00 1356,00
for 1 head ’ ’
P 0
CHTa6e:HBHOCTB Hp(-)ITI3BOI[CTBa, Yo 13,47 36.16
Production profitability, %

3akirouenue. TakuM 00pa3oM, HHTEHCUBHBIM OTKOPM MOJIOJHSKA OBEI] AUIL0aeBCKOM TI0-
ponsl sBIsgeTCs Oojiee 3P HEKTUBHBIM CITIOCOOOM OTKOpMa IO CPABHEHUIO C HATYyJIOM M IO3BOJISET
MOBBICUTH JKUBYIO MAacCy OapaHUMKOB IpHU BbIpaliuBaHuu Ha 8,66%, peHTa0EIbHOCTH MPOU3BO/I-
cTBa — Ha 22,69%.
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