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Summary
In order to realize the genetic potential of poultry, improve the formulation of feed, it is recommended to
search for new feed additives in order to improve metabolism, stimulate growth, strengthen immune status
and increase the environmental safety of meat products. The inclusion of a new phytoprebiotic feed additive
in the diet of broiler chickens had a significantly positive effect on live weight gain, hematological and im-
munological blood parameters. At the same time, the best results were achieved when it was included in
the amount of 0.5% in the diet structure.
Abstract

Introduction. The results of studies on the effect of various dosages of prebiotic feed additives based on
quercetin and lactulose on the productive characteristics of broiler chickens in the amount of 100 heads of
the Ross-308 cross for 40 days are presented. During the experiment, three dosages of prebiotic were
used: 0.25, 0.50 and 0.75%. As a result, a positive effect of the additive on the hematological and immune
status of chickens, as well as on their meat productivity, was noted. Chickens of experimental groups I-ll|
had better meat productivity by 107.9 (4.12%; P<0.001), 135.7 (5.19%; P<0.001) and 143.2 g (5.48%; P<
0.001) respectively, which was reflected in an increase in live weight gain and gross meat yield by 18.42;
21.14 and 21.87 kg. A decrease in feed consumption per 1 kg of live weight gain was established, respec-
tively, by 3.66; 6.10 and 6.71%, which is due to the normalization of intestinal microflora, increased meta-
bolic processes and a decrease in the level of free radical oxidation in the body of experimental chickens.
Material and methods. The experiment was carried out on Ross-308 cross broilers aged from 1 to 40
days. The keeping of poultry and the conduct of scientific research complied with Russian regulations (Or-
der of the USSR Ministry of Health No. 755 of 08/12/1977 “On measures to further improve organizational
forms of work using experimental animals” and “Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals” (Na-
tional Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). To reduce the suffering of animals and the number of
samples used, appropriate measures were taken. A new feed additive with 50% dihydroquercetin and 50%
of the drug "Laktuvet-1" was developed at the State Scientific Institution NIIMMP, Volgograd, in accordance
with the standards of TU 10.91. 10-276-10514645-2023. During the experiment, three dosages of prebiotic
were used: 0.25, 0.50 and 0.75%.Biochemical blood analysis was carried out on URIT-800Vet, URIT-3020
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analyzers in a comprehensive analytical laboratory FGBNU NIIMMP (Volgograd, Russia).The results ob-
tained were statistically processed using software, calculating the mean value (M), standard errors of the
mean (xSEM) and the reliability criterion. Results and conclusions. It was concluded that the new prebi-
otic feed additive improved the biochemical composition of the blood of broiler chickens, increased its re-
sistance and level of safety. The best result was achieved with the addition of a phytoprebiotic additive in
the amount of 0.50% in the diet structure, which had a positive effect on zootechnical and immunological
parameters.

Keywords: broiler chickens, broiler chicken rations, prebiotics, phytoprebiotic feed additives, broiler chicken
productivity.
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HUccnedoeaHue ebinosiHeHo no 2oc3adarHuro FHY HUAMMIT 2022-24

AxTyanbHoCTb. [lpeAcTaBneHbl pe3ynbTatbl UCCNENOBAHUA MO BAUSHUIO PasfnnYHbIX 4O3UPO-
BOK npebuotnyeckon kopMoBon AoBaBKkM Ha OCHOBE KBepLeTWHa W MakTynosbl Ha NPOOYKTUBHbIE Xa-
pakTepuUcTUKM UbinnsaT-6ponnepos B konmyectse 100 ronos kpocca «Pocc-308» B TeueHune 40 cyTok. B
xo4e aKcnepumeHTa Oblnv NpMMeHeHbl Tpy Jo3upoBku npebuotuka: 0,25, 0,50 n 0,75%. B pesynbTaTe
ObINI0 OTMEYEHO NMONOXUTENBbHOE BNsiHME [OOABKM HA reMaTONOrMYECKUn U UMMYHHbIA CTaTyCbl LibiM-
NAT, @ TakKe Ha UX MSACHYIO NpoayKTMBHOCTbL. LbinnsaTta I-1ll onbITHLIX rpynn nmMenun nyywyr MSACHYH
npoaykTuBHocTb Ha 107,9 (4,12%; P<0,001), 135,7 (5,19%; P<0,001) n 143,2r (5,48%; P<0,001) coot-
BETCTBEHHO, YTO OTPa3UIIOCh Ha YBENUYEHMM MPUPOCTA XXMBOM MaCChbl U BbIXOAE BarioBOro Msca Ha
18,42; 21,14 n 21,87 kr. YCTaHOBNEHO CHMXEHNE NOoTpebrneHns kopMma Ha 1 Kr NnpupocTa XUBOW Macchl
COOTBETCTBEHHO Ha 3,66; 6,10 n 6,71%, 4TO 0OYCNOBNEHO HOPManu3aunen MUKPOMIIOPbI KULIEYHMKA,
ycuneHMeM MeTabonmnyeckmx npoLEeccoB U CHMKEHMEM YPOBHSA CBOOOAHOPaAMKarbHOrO OKUCIEHUS B
opraHuamMe onbITHbIX UbINAAT. MaTtepuanbl 1 MeToAbl. DKCNEpUMEHT Bbin NpoBedeH Ha Bpownnepax
kpocca «Pocc-308» B Bo3pacte ot 1 go 40 gHen. CogepxaHme NTULbl U NPOBEAEHME HAYYHbIX Uccne-
[OBaHWM COOTBETCTBOBAaNM POCCUNCKMM HOopMaTuBHbIM akTam (lMpuka3 MuHsgpasa CCCP Ne 755 ot
12.08.1977 «O mepax nNo ganbHENLIEMY COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHMIO OpraHn3aumMoHHbIX hopmM paboTbl ¢ Uc-
Nofb30BaHMEM SKCNEepUMeEHTanbHbIX XUBOTHbLIX» W «Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory
Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). [Ins yMeHbLUEHNSI CTPaAaHUIA XKUBOTHbIX
N KONMYECTBA MCMOMb30BaHHbLIX 006pa3uoB ObINM NPeAnpPUHATLEI COOTBETCTBYIOLME Mepbl. HoBas kop-
MoBas fobaBka, cogepXaliaa B paBHbIX YacTax AUrMapokesepueTuH n «JlaktyBeT-1», 6bina paspabo-
TaHa THY HUMMMI, Bonrorpag, cornacHo Hopmam TY 10.91.10-276-10514645-2023. B onbiTe Gbinn
npumMeHeHbl Tpu Ao3upoBku npebuoTuka: 0,25, 0,50 u 0,75%. Buoxmmmyeckun aHanus KpoBu MPOBO-
auncs Ha aHanusdaTtopax URIT-800Vet, URIT-3020 B ycnoBusix KOMMNIEKCHOW aHanuTu4yeckon nabopa-
Topun N'HY HUMMMI (Bonrorpag, Poccus). NonyyeHHble pe3ynbTathl ObinM ctatuctudeckn obpabo-
TaHbl C NCMOIb30BaHMEM NporpaMMHOro obecnevyeHus, pacyéTta cpegHero 3HadeHust (M), cTaHgapTHBIX
ownbok cpegHero (+SEM) n kputepuss goctoBepHocTu. PesynbTathl M BbiBoAbl. CoenaH BbiBOA O

242



*kkkk H3BECTHA +¥kxkk

HH>XHEBOAXXCKOI'O ATPOYHHBEPCHTETCKOI'O KOMIIAEKCA:
HAYKA H BBICIIEE NIPOPECCHOHAABHOE OBPA30BAHHE

N 3 (75), 2024

TOM, YTO HOBas npebuoTuyeckasi kopMoBasi gobaBka ynydymna GUOXMMUYECKUI COCTaB KPOBU LibIM-
naT-6porinepoBs, NOBbLICUIA €€ Pe3UCTEHTHOCTb U YPOBEHb COXPAHHOCTU. Haunyywmn pesynbtaT Obin
OOCTUrHYT nNpu gobasneHun gaHHon gobasku B konuvectee 0,50% B CTpyKType paumoHa, YTO MOMoXu-
TernbHO CKa3anocb Ha 300TEXHUYECKUX Y UMMYHOINOMMYECKUX NMOKa3aTensax NTuLbl.

Knroyeebie cnioea: ubinnsma-6podlnepsl, payuoHbl Ublniaam-bpolnepos, npebuomuku, ¢ghumo-
npebuomuyeckue Kopmosble 0obasku, MPodyKmueHOCMb UbInssim-6polnepos.

LintmpoBanue. A6pamos C. B., Nopnos W. ®., Kanunuha H. B., CnoxeHkuHa M. N., Moconoe A. A., OpexoBa
M. A. NpOayKTMBHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKM LibINNAT-OpONepoB Npy BKIKOYEHUM B paLMOH HOBOW (ontonpebroTuye-
ckom kopmoBon faobaeku. Mzsecmus HB AYK. 2024. 3(75). 241-249. DOI: 10.32786/2071-9485-2024-03-28.
ABTOpCKMﬁ BKnaa. B AaHHOM 3KCnepuMeHTe BCEe aBTOPbI NPUHMMann y4actme B noArotoBke, BbINONTHEHUM N aHanns3e
NoNy4yeHHbIX pe3ynbTaTtoB MCCJ‘IeJJ,OBaHI/IPI. npe,D,CTaBJ'IeHHbIVI BapuaHT cTtaTtbun ono6peH aBTopamMu.

KoHdnukT HTepecoB. ABTOpbI 3asiBNAOT 06 OTCYTCTBMU KOH(IMKTA MHTEPECOB.

BBepeHue. Pa3paboTka HOBLIX, YCOBEPLUEHCTBOBAHHbLIX PELIENTYpP KOPMOB AN Mnpo-
MBILLMIEHHBIX KPOCCOB MTULbI, 0ONagaloLwmnx cTpeccoyCTONYNBOCTBIO M BbICOKMM YPOBHEM MeTa-
bonnama, aBnsieTcs akTyanbHOW 3agadvent B CBA3N C HEOOXOOMMOCTbIO peanu3aumm reHetude-
CKOW nHcopMaumm Kpocca. OTo 0cOBEHHO BaXKHO, MNOCKOMbKY 3aTpaTbl HA KOPM COCTaBnsOT OT
50 go 75% Bcex 3aTpaT NpOM3BOACTBa NTULEBOAYECKOM NpoayKumn. buonornyeckn aktuBHbie
KOMMOHEHTbI, NPeOMOTUKM U X NPOU3BOAHLIE, UCMOMNb3yeMbIe B paLMOHaxX B3aMeH aHTUOMOTUKOB
N FOPMOHOB, CMOCOOCTBYIOT yNny4lleHWo oOMeHa BeLLEeCTB, CTUMYNMPOBAHUIO pOCTa, YKpenne-
HUIO MIMMYHHOTO CTaTyca U NOBbILLEHNIO IKONIOrMyeckon 6esonacHoCTM MacHoM npoaykuumn [M. .
CnoxeHkuHa, . @. lNopnos, n gp., 2021].

JlakTynosa — ato n3omep naktosbl B-D-ranakronnpaHoaunn-(1,4)-D-rntokonmpaHosbl. OHa
UMeeT Takyto e opMyny M MONEKYNSPHYK Maccy, HO BABOE cralle U nydwe pacTtBopuma B
Boge: 58,1% no cpaBHeHuto ¢ 16,1%. OgHMM M3 MexaHM3MOB LEeNCTBMSA NPednOoTMKOB sBNSeTCA
WHrMBrpoBaHMe MpPOoLEeCCOB MEPEKUCHOro OKUCreHus. Kpome Toro, nakTtyrnosa ykpennsetr mem-
OpaHbl aputpouuToB (Psbuesa C.A. n gp., 2020). UccnepgoBaHusa nokasanu, 4To NpebuoTuku
CMOCOOCTBYHOT NOBLILLIEHUIO YPOBHSA YCBOEHUA Kanbuunsa Ha 40-60% u CTUMYNuUpyoT aHepreTude-
ckme npouecchl [Liu Y et al. 2018; Gibson G.R., Fuller R. 2000].

MpebnoTtudeckaa kopmoBasa fobaBka «JlakTyBeT-1» unpgeanbHO cbanaHcupoBaHa u
paspaboTaHa Cc Ucrnonb3oBaHMEM NakTynosbl He meHee 14,5%. NoMnmo aToro, B cOCTaB BXO-
OAT Takne KOMMOHEHThI, Kak nakTosa (nopsagka 25,2%), ranakrosa (12,5%) n gpyrue xmmude-
CKMe MakpoafnemMeHTbl. BaXHbIM KOMMNOHEHTOM SIBMSILOTCA OpPraHuWYeckue KUCNOoTbl, BKMOYas
Mono4Hy (5,2%) n numoHHyto (2,3%). JaHHaa gobaBka n3rotaBnMBaeTcsd U3 Menacchbl — no-
©o4yHOro NnpoaykTa NPoOn3BOACTBA MOMIOYHOrO caxapa u npegcrasndeT cobon NOpoLLOK CBET-
NO-XXEeNToro OTTEHKA.

ABTOpbI NOATBEPAMIN 3PPEKTUBHOCTL MPUMEHEHMUS BhILLIEYNOMAHYTON A00aBKK, KOTO-
pas cnocobCTByET MOBbLILIEHMIO NPOM3BOANTENBHOCTM U KadecTBa npoaykuun [1-5]. Tak, BBege-
HWe ee B pauvoH MOMOYHbIX KO3 B fo3e 50 I Ha ronosy B AeHb NPUBESIO K YBENMYeHNo Hagos Ha
8,5%, cogepxxaHus xupa B monoke Ha 0,08% n ypoBHsa B6enka Ha 0,05 % no cpaBHeHUIo ¢ aHano-
ramu KOHTpoOmnbHOW rpynnbl [6]. OJaHHaa pobaBka Gbina NpoTECTMpOBaHa M Ha ApYyrMx Buaax
CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX XXMBOTHbIX U NTULbI, MOMY4YMB BbICOKME OoueHKu [7-11].

CoBpeMeHHble pauUMOoHbI AN XUBOTHbIX, C BBEAEHNEM pasnnyHbix 406aBOK, NMOAKOPMOK U
NPeMnKcoB, TpebyloT 0coboro BHMMaHUA K YCNOBUAM WX XpaHeHus U ucnonb3oBaHus. Henpa-
BUMNbHOE N ANUTENBbHOE XpaHEeHNe KOMOMKOPMa MOXET NPUBECTU K XUMUYECKUM U3MEHEHMSAM €ro
COCTaBa, BbI3BaHHbIM AEATENbHOCTLI0 BakTepuii U rpuBKOB, BKHOYas Ae3aMuHMpoBaHMe GEnkos,
paspyLleHne BUTaMWHOB U NEePEKNCHOE OKMUCMEeHUe XNPoB. B pesynbTaTte Taknx M3aMeHeHuin no-
BbILLIAETCA KMCIOTHOCTb KOpMa, YTO MOXET HeraTMBHO CKasaTbCs Ha 300pOBbe W MPOAYKTUBHO-
cT1 NTuubl. KopM € NOBbILLEHHOW KMCNOTHOCTLIO MOXET Bbl3BaTb Anapeto, 3abonesaHusa cepaua,
nevyeHu, NoYeK 1 Apyrnx opraHos [12].

OurnaopoksepueTvH (aanee — AI'K) — 370 aHTMOKCUMAAHT, KOTOPbIN LUMPOKO MCMOSb3yeTcs
B KOPMIIEHUUN CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX XXUBOTHbLIX M NTULLI. Ero nonyyatT 13 namens4yeHHon ape-
BECWHbI NIMCTBEHHULIbI JAYPCKOW, OH SABNSIETCS CUIbHBIM aHTUOKCMAAHTOM C aKTUMBHOCTbIO BUTa-
muHoB rpynnbl P. [IK 3awmwaeTt cepaue, kKanunnsipbl, N€4eHb 1M NoBbilaeT obLLy0 pe3ncTeHT-
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HocTb opraHuama [13]. ccnegosaHua MockoBckon meanumnHckon akagemum nm. .M. CeuveHoBa
nokasanu, 4to [1r'K He Tokcu4yeH, unsmnonornyeckn 6esonaceH ans yenoseka u He obnagaet no-
CTOPOHHMMM 3anaxamu u Bkycamm [14].

BkntoyeHne ONK n apabuvHoranaktaHa B pauMoH Kyp-Hecyllek B konudectse 3,6 Mr Ha 1
KI XXMBOW Maccbl CnocobCTBOBANO YBEMMYEHUIO AMYHON NpoAyKTMBHOCTU Ha 6,01%, aKOHOMUM
Kopma, 3aTtpadyeHHoro Ha cHeceHne10 auy Ha 6,73% u Ha 7,33% Ha 1 kr anuemaccel. Kpome To-
ro, faHHble Aob6aBkyM NpegoTBpaLLany passmUTUE XMPOBOM ANCTPOodUun neveHn ntuupl. Libinnara-
Oponinepbl kpocca «Imbpoy, nonydaswwme OAIK ¢ Bogon Ansi BbIMNOWKKW, MPEBOCXOAUNN CBOMX
CBEPCTHMKOB MO xmBon macce Ha 8,13% wn no Bbixogy Msica Ha 19,71%. WccneposaHua noa-
TBEpPXOatT 3h(PEKTUBHOCTL BKMOYEHMS B PALMOH LbINASAT Kpocca «CMeHa-7» kopmoBon fobas-
KN «3QKOCTUMYI-2», CO3A4aHHON Ha ocHoBe [IK: MACO ubInnaT OnbITHOW rpynmnbl coaepkano Ha
0,23-7,81% 6onbLe cyxoro BewecTtsa [15].

B cBA3M ¢ 3anpeToM Ha MCMoMnb30BaHNe aHTUONOTMKOB B KOPMax C.-X. XXMBOTHbIX U NTULbI
C Uenbio nepexoga Ha HOBYK CUCTEMY MPOUNAKTUKA U NevYeHus 3aboneBaHuin, akTyanbHbIM
saBnseTcs paspaboTka M MCMONb3oBaHWE aHanoroBblX KOPMOBbLIX NpemMukcos. HoBasi kopMoBas
pobaBka «KeepuuTtnHonakt», cogepxawasa 50% anrngpoksepueTtuHa n 50% npenapaTta «JlakTy-
BeT-1» Obina paspabotanHa 'HY HUMMMI, Bonrorpaa, cornacHo nonoxexHunsim TY 10.91.10-276-
10514645-2023. OdurngpokeBepueTuH obnagaeT aHTMOKCMAAHTHbIMM CBOWCTBAMMW, YKpennseT
UMMYHUTET U ABNAETCHA NpoTMBoannepreHoM. B covetaHmm ¢ budmngoreHHon kopmoBon gobas-
KOW, HOPManuayoLwen KULWEeYHY0 MUKpodnopy n npoueccol nuwesapeHus, OIK moxeT 3Hauu-
TeNbHO YNy4yLlWnTb Ka4eCTBO NONYYEHHON NPoayKUUN.

3apaum uccnepgoBaHun: 1. V3yunTb NnpoaykTMBHbIE MOKasaTenu ubinnaT-6ponnepos, ¢
y4eTOM UMMYHOSOMMYECKNX U remaTonormyeckmx nokasaTenen, npu UCNonb3oBaHMU B paLMoHe
HoBOM chuTonpedbmoTuyeckon kopmoson fobaeku. 2. OnpeaenvTb ONTUManbHYyKD HOpMY BBOAA
KeepueTuHonakta B kombukopm. 3. Onpenenntb BNusiHME aHHoON 4obaBKku Ha YpoOBEHb pacxoaa
KopMa Ha 1 Kr npMpocTa X1BON Macchl.

Llenb paboTbl — U3y4nTb BNMSHWE HOBOW (bUTONPEOMOTUYECKON KOPMOBOM A0D0aBKM Ha
X03ANCTBEHHO-OMONOrMYECcKne xapakTepUCTUKN LbINNAT-OponepoB ¢ y4eTOM reMaToniormyeckmx
N UMMYHOSOMMYECKUX NnokasaTtenen.

Martepumanbl u MeToabl. KcnepMMeHT Bbin NpoBeaeH Ha BGponnepax kpocca «Pocc-308» ¢
1 oo 40 gHeBHoro Bo3pacTa. ObcnyxMBaHMe XMBOTHLIX U MPOBEAEHME IKCMEPUMEHTArbHbIX 1ccre-
[OBaHWIA COOTBETCTBOBANN POCCUMCKUM HOpMaTuBHbIM akTam ([pukas Munsgpasa CCCP Ne 755 ot
12.08.1977 «O mepax no AanbHenwemy COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHMIO OpraHn3auUMoHHbIX oopM paboThl €
MCMNONb30BaHNEM 3KCMEPUMEHTarbHBIX XMBOTHLIX» U «Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory
Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). [1nsa ymeHbLUeHNs1 CTpagaHui XnBOT-
HbIX M KONM4YecTBa WMCMONb30BaHHbIX 06pa3uoB 6bin NpeanpuHATLI COOTBETCTBYOLWME Mepbl. B
KOHUEe onbiTa y UbinnsaT-6ponnepos 40-gHeBHOro Bo3pacTa Obin npov3seneH 3abop kposu. bruoxu-
MUYECKUA aHanu3 KpoBu npoBoaunca Ha aHanusatopax URIT-800Vet, URIT-3020 B ycrnoBusix KOM-
nnekcHon aHanuTnyeckon nabopatopumn OIEHY HUAMMMI (Bonrorpag, Poccus). BnvsaHue kom-
nnekcHon gutogobaBky Ha MPOAYKTUBHOCTL LbINNAT-OpOMnepoB OueHMBanM no 300TEXHUYECKMM,
remMaTonormM4eckum 1 UMMYHOSOTMYECKMM MoKa3aTensim.

Mony4yeHHble AaHHble GbINM 06paboTaHbl C MCMNOMbL30BAHMEM CreLmMann3MpoBaHHOIO Npo-
rpaMmHoro obecneveHuss ansi pacdeta cpegHero 3HadeHusa (M), ctaHgapTHOM owmbKkn cpeaHero
(SEM) n cTtatuctuyeckon 3Ha4MmocTn. B gaHHOM uccregoBaHum ang cTaTUcTUYECKOro aHanmaa uc-
nonb3oBanacb nporpamma "Excel". [Insa kaxgoro cpegHero 3HavyeHusi Obina paccymMtaHa ctaHaapT-
Has owwnbka cpegHero (SEM) n onpeneneH KpuTepuii CTaTUCTUHECKON 3HAYMMOCTU Pasnuynii no
meToay CTbtogeHTa-duwepa. YpoBeHb CTaTUCTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTU Oblf YCTAaHOBIEH Ha YPOBHE * —
P<0,05; ** — P<0,01; *** — P<0,001 npu cpaBHEHUW ONbITHbIX rPYMMN C KOHTPOSTbHOMN.

PesynbTaTtbl n o6cyxaeHue. DkcnepumeHT Obin NpoBeAeH Ha UbinnsTax-Oponnepax
kpocca «Pocc-308» ¢ uenblo n3ydyeHus BnusaHns gobaskm Ha MX PoCcT u passutme. Becero 6bino
cchopmumpoBaHo 4 rpynnbl (3 onbITHbIE N KOHTPONbHAaA) no 100 rofioB NTULbI CyTOYHOrO BO3pacTa,
npegpocrtaBneHHbix AO «Ituuedabpuka KpacHogoHckaa» Bonrorpagckon obnactu (tabnuua 1).

B pauwmoHbl gnsa onbiTHeIX rpynn Beogunu 0,25; 0,50 n 0,75% pobaekm KeepueTnHonakra,
COXpaHsasa nNpu 3TOM OAMHAaKOBbIe NokasaTenu pauuoHOB, (OPOHTa KOPMIEHUS, MOEHUS U TeMne-
paTypHO-BNaXXHOCTHOrO pexuma.
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Tabnuua 1 — Cxema akcnepumMeHTa
Table 1 — The scheme of the experiment

KonunyectBo Bospacr,
pynna / Group ronos / Number | gHen/ Age, Pexwum kopmnenus / Feeding mode
of poultry heads days
KoHTponbHas / OcHoBHoW paumoH, cornacHo MOCTy /
100 1-40 Basic diet, according to the Russian National
control
Standard
OCHOBHOW paL1OH C BKIOYEHUEM J0-
| onbiTHas / 100 1-40 6aBku 0,25% B cTpykType paunoHa / Basic diet
| experimental with the inclusion of an additive 0,25% in the
structure of the diet
OCHOBHOW paLyWOH C BKMOYEHNEM J0-
Il onbiTHas / 100 1-40 6aBku 0,50% B cTpykTYype paunoHa / Basic diet
Il experimental with the inclusion of an additive 0,50% in the
structure of the diet
OCHOBHOW paLyWOH C BKMOYEHNEM J0-
Il onbiTHas / 100 1-40 6aBku 0,75% B cTpykType paunoHa / Basic diet
Il experimental with the inclusion of an additive 0,75% in the
structure of the diet

OcCHOBHbIE X03ANCTBEHHO-OMONOrMyeckme nokasaTenu NogonbITHOM NTULbI NPUBEOEHDI B

Tabnuue 2.

Tabnuua 2 — MNMpoayKTUBHbIE XapakTEPUCTUKM LbINnsaT-6ponnepos, (n=100)
Table 2 — Productive characteristics of broiler chickens, (n=100)

MokasaTenb / Index

Mpynna / Group

KoHTponbHas /
control

| onbiTHas /
| experimental

Il onbiTHas /
Il experimental

Il onbiTHasA /
Il experimental

YKnBasi macca Ha
Ha4yarno onbiTa, 1
cyTku, r/ Live weight
at the beginning of the
experiment, 1 day, g

41,246,7

41,041

40,815,3 41,614,6

YKnBas macca Ha
KoHeL, onbiTa, 40
OHen, r/ Live weight at
the end of the exper-
iment, 40 weeks, g

2614,6+£13,0

2722,5+11,7"

2750,3+12,8" 2757,8+10,2"

MpupocT xunBon mac-
cbl, r/ Live weight
gain, g

2573,4

26815

2709,5 2716,2

CoxpaHHocTb ron /%!
Poultry safety / %

95/95,0

98/98,0

98/98,0 98/98,0

Pacxopn kopMma, Kr Ha
1 Kr npupocTa XnBon
macchbl/ Feed
consumption, kg per 1
kg of live weight gain

1,64

1,58

1,54 1,53

MonyyeHo msAca B
KMBOW Macce, Kr/
Meat received in live
weight, kg

248,39

266,81

269,53 270,26

MpumeyaHue: 3gecb U ganee pasHOCTb MO OTHOLUEHMIO K KOHTPONbHOW rpynne goctoBepHa npu: * — P<0,05;
** — P<0,01; *** — P<0,001

Note: hereinafter, the difference in relation to the control group is significant: * — P<0.05; ** — P<0.01;
*** _ P<0.001

Mo gaHHbIM Tabnumubl, HOBas KopMoBasa gobaBka cnocobCcTBOBana POCTY XKMBOW Maccehbl
ubinnaT |-l onbITHBIX rpynn Ha 107,9 (4,12%; P<0,001), 135,7(5,19%; P<0,001) n 143,2r (5,48%;
P<0,001) cooTtBeTcTBEHHO. [laHHbIN NokasaTesflb OTpaswusiCa Ha YBENMYEHUM NPUPOCTa XUBOW
Macchl 1 BblIXxoaa BanoBoro msaca Ha 18,42; 21,14 n 21,87 «r.
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VMccnenoBaHusa remaTonornyeckoro 1 MMMYHOIOMMYECKOro ctatyca NTuLbl B YCIOBUSAX
WHTEHCMBHOIO MPOMBILLMEHHOrO NPOU3BOACTBA ABNAOTCA OCOOEHHO aKkTyamnbHbiMW. B vacT-
HOCTW, KONMMYECTBEHHOE OrnpefeneHne NevkouMTOB M remMaTtokpuTa KpPOBM CUTHANU3UPYHT O
pa3suTun 3abonesaHus [16]. HacTtodwme nccnegosaHusa nokasanun, Yto gobasneHne Keep-
LMTMHOMAKTa B pauUOoHbI LbINNAT-OpONnepoB BbI3BANIO CHUXEHMNE KONMYECTBA JIEMKOLMTOB Ha
30-39%, yBennyeHue cogepxaHusa apuTpounToB B KPOBU LbINNAT BTOPOW U TpeTbeln OMbITHbIX
rpynn, 4YTo ykasbiBaeT Ha aKkTUBM3aLMIO NPOLLECCOB TKaHEBOro obmeHa, CHabXeHus opraHmns-
Ma KUCMOpoOOM W BbiBEAEHMA MNPOAYKTOB MeTabonmama. Takke OTMEYEeHO [OOCTOBEpHoe
CHWXKEHNEe YPOBHS NENKOUUTOB W MOBbLILEHME YPOBHS remaToKpuTa B KPOBW MNTULbI BCEX
OMbITHLIX FPYMMN, CBMAETENbCTBYKOLEE O TepaneBTUYECKOM M MMMYHOMOAYNUPYHOLLEM OeW-
ctBun gobaBku. oBbILWEHME YPOBHA reMaTokpmuTa KPOBWU LbINMAT-OpOMNepoB noaonbITHbIX
rpynn cemagetenbcTeyeT o6 ycuneHun metabonuama B opraHnsme [8,16]. JobaBneHne duTo-
npebunoTnyeckon AobaBkmn B pauUMOH UbIMAAT OMbITHBIX PYMN MNPMBENO U K NOBLILLIEHWIO YPOB-
HS 9PUTPOLMTOB M cofepkaHna remornobuHa B ux kposu. Tak, ubinnata Il v Il rpynn B BO3-
pacte 40 gHen nvenu B KpoBu Ha 2,99% un 1,63% Gonbliee YMCNO SPUTPOLIUMTOB MO CpaBHe-
HMIO C JaHHbIM NokasaTenem UbINAaT KOHTponbHon rpynnbl. MTtuua I-Ill rpynn npesocxoguna
aHarnoroB KOHTponsa no ypoBHI0 remornobuHa Ha 1,84 (1,73%), 3,75 (3,52%) n 3,08 r/n
(2,90%) cooTBeTcTBEHHO. KpOME TOro, YypOBEHb reMaToKpuTa Y UbINAAT OMbITHLIX FPynn Tak-
Xe Bblpoc Ha 0,88, 2,39 1 0,03%.

MokasaTenu 6enkoBoro obmeHa B CbIBOPOTKE KPOBW BpoinepoB npueeaeHsl B Tabnuue 3.

Tabnuua 3 — NokasaTtenun 6enkosoro obmeHa, (n=9)
Table 3 — Indicators of protein metabolism in the blood serum of broilers, (n=9)

Npynna / Group

MokasaTensb / Index KoHTponbHas / | onbiTHas / Il onbiTHas / Il onbiTHasA /

control | experimental Il experimental Il experimental
O6umit 6enok, rin / 38.67+1,11 42,47+0,85' 43,1241,03" 42.71+1,46°
Total protein, g/l
Anebymukibl, (A) Il | 57 3840 47 30,04£0,54" 30,85:0,51" 31,1941,72°
Albumins, (A) g/l
% 70,80 70,73 71,54 73,03
rnoGynmkel, (1) rin/ 11,2940,32 12,43+0.84 12,27+0.39 11,5240 17
Globulins, (G) g/l
% 29,20 29,27 28,46 26,97
ACT, ea/n/ 284 484617 203,1245,23 206,71+6,08 289,93+3,76
AST, units/I
ANT, ea/n/
ALT o 17.18+0,94 17,5440,53 18,1240,26 17,4340,39

Mo gaHHbIM nccnepoanun [17], 60% Bcex 6enkoB NnasmMbl KPOBU COCTaBNSET anb0yMuH,
obnagamownin TpaHCMOPTHON, NUTATENBbHON U AE3NHTOKCUKALMOHHON (OyHKUMAMN. Purusmonormde-
CKOe COCTOSIHWE MTULbI OMbITHLIX FPynn BbIN0 NyywrM 3a cHET Boriee NONHOro YCBOEHUA aMUHO-
KMCNOT 1 asoTa, ctabnnmnsaumm Mnkpodnopbl KOMBUKoOpMa 1 akTueM3aumm NPoTENMHOBOro obme-
Ha. CnepoBaTenbHO, MOBbILLEHME MSACHOW MPOAYKTUBHOCTU NOAOMLITHOW MTULbI BbI3BAHO CTUMY-
nnpoBaHnem 6enkoBoro obmeHa B Mx opraHusme. Tak, ObIno 3admKCMpoBaHoO yBennyeHne ob-
wero 6enka B kpoBu UbINNAT |-l onbITHEIX rpynn Ha 3,8 (9,8%, P<0,05); 4,45 (11,51%, P<0,01) n
4,04 r/n (10,45%, P<0,05) cootBeTCcTBEHHO. [laHHOE MpeBbileHne ObINo NPEeMMYLLIECTBEHHO 3a
cyeT anbbymmHOBOWM opakummn, B KOTOPOW YCTAHOBMEHO OOCTOBEPHOE NMPEBOCXOACTBO MO BCEM
rpynnam onbITHOM NTUUbl: Ha 2,66 (9,72%; P<0,01); 3,47 (12,67%; P<0,001) n 3,81 r/n (13,92%;
P<0,05) cooTBeTcTBEHHO. BMECTe ¢ TeM Habnoganock yBennyeHne ypoBHS rnobyrnnHOB B KPOBU
UbINAST onbITHBIX rpynn Ha 1,14 (10,10%); 0,68 (8,68%) n 0,23 r/n (2,04%), 4yto Takke obecne-
YMBaeT POCT NPOAYKTMBHOCTM NTULIbI.

®PyHKUMOHANbHOE COCTOSIHME NEYEHUN KaK BaXKHOrO yyYacTHMKa 6enkoBoro obmeHa Moxet
ObITb OLIEHEHO MO aKkTMBHOCTU DEPMEHTOB KPOBM acnapTtatammHoTpaHcdepasbl (ACT) n anaHu-
HamuHoTpaHcdepasbl (AJ1T), KoTopbie ABNAKOTCA KaTanu3aTopamu 6enkoBoro obmeHa n cnocob-
CTBYIOT 06pa30BaHMi0 HOBLIX aMWHOKWUCIIOT, YTO BreYeT yBennieHne MHTEHCMBHOCTU MeTabonu-
YEeCKMX MPOLECCOB B OpraHn3Me UbINnaT-6ponnepoB N UX MACHOW NPoayKTMBHOCTU [16]. B KoH-
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TekcTte aktmBHocTn ACT, Gponnepbl KOHTPONbHOW rpynnbl obnaganvu 6onee HU3KMM MokasaTe-
nem no cpaBHEHUIO ¢ aHanoramu onbiTHbIX rpynn: | — Ha 3,04; || — Ha 5,00 n Il — Ha 1,92%, 4TO
cBMaeTenbCcTBYET 0 6onee BbICOKOW MHTEHCMBHOCTU B6enkoBoro obmeHa, kotopas 3HadnTenoHee
Obina BblpaxeHa y upinnAT |l onbiTHOM rpynnbl. HegoctoBepHoe yBenudeHne aktmBHocTn AJT B
I-IIl onbITHBLIX FpynNnax Ha BenuyuHy oT 1,46 8o 6,64% 6bIno B npeaenax manonormyeckon HopMmel.
XapakTtepuctuka MMMYHHOIO cTaTtyca NoAONbITHON NTULbI NpuBeAeHa B Tabnuue 4.

N 3 (75), 2024

Tabnuua 4 — NokasaTenn eCTECTBEHHOW PE3UCTEHTHOCTU UbIMMAT, (N=9)
Table 4 — Indicators of natural resistance of chickens, (n=9)

Mpynna / Group
Mokasatenb / Index KoHTponbHas / | onbITHasA / Il onbITHasA / Il onbITHasA /
control | experimental Il experimental Il experimental

JlnsounmHasn
aKTMBHOCTb, % / 22,1542,36 24,63+1,14 24,3942,98 25,064£3,13
Lysozyme activity, %
daroumTapHas
aKTMBHOCTb, % / 58,13+2,18 61,39+1,72 62,64+2,03 61,47+1,90

Phagocytic activity, %
darounTapHbIn
nHaekc / 62,87+0,29 64,56+1,33 64,90+0,26 63,1810,34
Phagocytic index
darountapHoe yucno/
Phagocytic number

7,46+0,34 7,11+0,47 8,63+0,42 8,23+0,51

B Hawem mnccnegoBaHmy NonydeHHble daHHble CBUAETENbCTBYIOT 00 yKpenneHun ecrte-
CTBEHHOWN PE3NCTEHTHOCTU UbINnAT-OponnepoB npu JobaBneHun B NX paumoH BbllleHa3BaHHON
KOopMoBOW 06aBku. LibinnsaTa KOHTPONBHOW rpynmbl MO fM30LUMHON aKTUBHOCTM OTCTaBanu oT
cBepcTHUKOB | onbiTHOM rpynnbl Ha 2,48, 1l — 2,24 v lll — 2,91%, a no darounTapHON — COOTBET-
CTBEHHO Ha 3,26, 4,51 n 3,34%, darountapHomy nHgekcy — Ha 1,69; 2,03 n 0,31%. OTHoCcUTENDL-
HO dharoumTapHOro Ymcna BbiseneHo npemmylectso Il u Il rpynn Ha 15,68 n 10,32% no cpaBHe-
HWIO C aHanoramu KoHTpond. Takum obpasom, HoBasi kopmoBast gobaBka «KBepunTMHONAKT» Ha
OCHOBe aurngpokesepueTuHa u «JlaktyBeTa-1», paspabotaHHas Hamu, 6naronpusTHO NoBnMAna
Ha OenkoBbli OOMEH KPOBM MTUL, OMbITHBLIX TPYMNM W, KaK CrneactBue, Ha WX XO3SWCTBEHHO-
Buonornyeckne nokasatenu. AKTMBHbIE BellecTBa HOBoW chmutonpebuoTuyeckon gobasku CHU3N-
NN CTeneHb OKMUCMEHUS NMNMOO0B, CMOCOBCTBYS YKPENNEeHUI0 eCTEeCTBEHHOW PEe3UCTEHTHOCTU U
HOpPMMPOBAHUIO aHTUOKCUOAHTHOW 3aLUMTbl OpraHn3ma.

BbiBogbl. [lobaBneHue duronpebuotnyeckon kopmoBonm [obaBkM B paLMOH  LbIMAST-
opovinepos I-lll onbITHBIX rPynn cnocobCcTBOBANO A4OCTOBEPHOMY POCTY MX MSCHOW MPOAYKTUBHOCTU
Ha 107,9 (4,12%; P<0,001), 135,7 (5,19%; P<0,001) n 143,2r (5,48%; P<0,001) cOOTBETCTBEHHO, 4YTO
OTPasnnocCb Ha yBeruMyeHuM NPUpoCcTa XMBOW MacChbl U Bbixoda BaroBoro maca Ha 18,42; 21,14 u
21,87 kr. YCTaHOBMEHO CHWXeHMe noTpebneHns kopma Ha 1 Kr npupocTa >XMBOW MacCbl COOTBET-
CTBEHHO Ha 3,66; 6,10 1 6,71%. MNMony4YeHHbI 3chdPEKT MOXKHO OO BACHUTL POCTOM MHTEHCUMBHOCTW Me-
Tabonuama, NoBbILLEHNEM YPOBHS KPOBETBOPEHUS U €CTECTBEHHON PE3MCTEHTHOCTU OMbITHOM MTULBI.

Haunydwune 300TexHUYeckme M MMMYHONMOrM4yeckne nokasateny Obinv AOCTUIHYTbl NPy AO-
B6aBneHun B paumoH Ntuubl utonpebuotudeckon kopmoson gobaskum B konudectse 0,50%.

Conclusions. The addition of a phytoprebiotic feed additive to the diet of broiler chickens of
experimental groups I-lll contributed to a significant increase in their meat productivity by 107.9
(4.12%; P<0.001), 135.7 (5.19%; P<0.001) and 143.2 g (5.48%; P<0.001), respectively, which was
reflected in an increase in live weight gain and gross meat yield by 18.42; 21.14 and 21.87 kg. A de-
crease in feed intake per 1 kg of live weight gain by 3.66, respectively, was established; 6.10 and
6.71%. The effect obtained can be explained by an increase in the intensity of metabolism, an in-
crease in the level of hematopoiesis and the natural resistance of the experimental bird. The best zoo-
technical and immunological indicators were achieved when a phytoprebiotic feed additive in the
amount of 0.50% was added to the poultry diet.
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