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Summary
The relevance is associated with the need to use new diets for growing highly productive modern cross-
breed poultry. The purpose of the study was to determine the effect of the lactulose-containing additive
“Laktuvet” (MK “Stavropolsky”) on economic and biological indicators, the physiological state and the intes-
tinal microbiome of laying hens of the Hisex Brown cross.
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Abstract

Introduction. The relevance is associated with the need to use new diets for growing highly productive
modern cross-breed poultry. The purpose of the study was to determine the effect of the lactulose-
containing additive “Laktuvet” (MK “Stavropolsky”) on economic and biological indicators, the physiological
state and the intestinal microbiome of laying hens of the Hisex Brown cross. Materials and methods At the
age of 25 weeks or the 1st phase of laying, using the method of pairs of analogues, 2 groups of laying hens
were formed: control and experimental, 70 heads each. Molecular genetic studies of chicken intestinal mi-
crobiota were carried out at the research and production company Biotrof LLC, St. Petersburg. At the end of
the study, mathematical processing of the results was performed using statistical methods and MS Excel.
Object laying hens of the Hisex Brown cross and the prebiotic feed additive “Laktuvet”. Results with the
inclusion of 0.5% of the prebiotic feed additive “Laktuvet”, an increase in the gross yield and intensity of egg
laying was established by 1.84 and 1.74%, respectively, and egg weight by 1.17 g (1.86%; P<0.001). In the
intestines of chickens of the experimental group, the number of microorganisms increased by 22.9%, in-
cluding a 9-fold increase in the number of bacteria of the Phylum Actinobacteria category, and a 1.4-fold
increase in microorganisms of the order Ruminococcaceae, which are responsible for the digestion and
absorption of fiber; 1.8 times — Lactobacillales bacteria, the most important in the group of lactic acid bacte-
ria, belonging to the class of symbiotics, responsible for the decomposition of plant food and suppressing
the growth and development of pathogenic microflora. Conclusion. The prebiotic feed additive "Laktuvet" in
the amount of 0.5% in the diet of laying hens of the Hisex Brown cross has a positive effect on their eco-
nomic and biological indicators, which confirms the direct relationship between the growth of economic and
biological indicators of laying hens and the microbiological composition of the intestinal microbiome.
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YK 636.5.084/087
BNUAHUE NPEBUOTUYECKOWU KOPMOBOW OBEABKU HA ®U3NOJNOMMYECKUE,
NMPOAOYKTUBHbLIE NOKA3ATEJIM U COCTAB MUKPOBUOMA KULLEYHUKA KYP-HECYLUEK
KPOCCA XAUCEKC BPAYH

FopnoB U. ®., 0okmop cernbCKoxo35UcmeeHHbIX HaykK, npogeccop, akademuk PAH
KanuHuHa H. B., kaHduGam 6uosnozaudeckux Hayk, jabopaHm-uccriedogamerb
KomapoBa 3. B., dokmop cernibckoxo3salcmeeHHbIX HayK, 8e0yuyuli Hay4YHbil compyOHUK
CnoxeHkuHa M. U., dokmop buonosuydeckux Hayk, YrieH-koppecrioHdeHm PAH
Ctpyk E. A., kaHOudam 6uonoeuyeckux Hayk, nabopaHm-uccredogamersib
AbpamoB C. B., kaHO0udam eemepuHapHbIX HayK

lMosomkckuti Hay4YHO-uccriedogamerbCKull UHCmuUmMym rpousgodcmea u nepepabomku MsCOMOIOYHOU MPodyKyuUU
2. Boneoepad, Poccutickas ®edepayus

UccnedoesaHue ebinosiHeHo no ocsadaHuro FTHY HUMMMIT 2022-24

AHHOTaLUMA. AKTyanbHOCTb CBA3aHa C HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO MPUMEHEHWS HOBbLIX PALMOHOB AN Bbl-
paluMBaHNsa BbICOKOMPOAYKTUBHOM NTULbI COBPEMEHHBLIX KPOCCOB. Llenbio uccnenoBaHms SBUnock onpeae-
neHvie BNUAHWS naktynosocogepxalien gobasku «Jlaktysem» (MK «CTaBponosnbCKuin) Ha XO3SMCTBEHHO-
Buonormyeckme nokasarenu, MU3MoNorMyeckoe COCTOSHNE N MUKPOBUOM KULLEYHMKa Kyp-HECYLLIEK Kpocca
Xavcekc bpayH. MaTtepuanbl n Mmetoabl. B Bo3pacTte 25 Hegernb unu 1 casbl aruueknagkm no Metogy nap
aHarmnoroB 6bin1 cpopMmUpoBaHbl 2 rpynnbl Kyp-HECYLLEK: KOHTPOSIbHAsA U onbiTHas, No 70 ronoB B KaXaow.
MoneKynsipHo-reHeTu4eckMe MCCNeaoBaHUs MUKPOOMOTHI KMLEYHMKa Kyp Obimu npoBedeHbl B Hay4HO-
npoussoacTBeHHon komnaHum OO0 «Burotpod» r. CaHkT-IeTepbypr. Mo OKOHYaHUM NCCNegoBaHMS maTte-
MaTnyeckyto o6paboTky pe3ynbTaToB BbIMOMHAMN C NOMOLLBIO CTATUCTUYECKMX METOAOB M B Mporpamme
MS Excel. O6bekT nccnegoBaHusA Kypbl-HECYLLKN Kpocca Xancekc bpayH u kopmoBas npebuoTtuyeckasi
nobaska «JlaktyBeT». Pesynbtarbl. [pu BkntoueHun 0,5% npebroTnyeckon kopmoBon 4obaBku «J1akTyBeT»,
YCTaHOBMEH POCT BanoBOro cbopa v MHTEHCUBHOCTM AVLEKNaAKN COOTBETCTBEHHO Ha 1,84 u 1,74%, macchl
anua Ha 1,17 1 (1,86%; P<0,001). B KuwWeYHMKE Kyp OMbITHOW rpynmnbl KOMIMYECTBO MUKPOOPraHNM3MOB yBe-
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nnyunock Ha 22,9%, B nx yucrne B 9 pa3 BO3pocrio Konmyecteo 6aktepuii kateropumn dunym Actinobacteria,
B 1,4 pasa — MUKPOOPraHM3MoB Nopsiaka Ruminococcaceae, OTBeYalOLWMNX 3a NepeBapuBaHmne n yCBOEHME
knetyatku; B 1,8 pa3 — 6aktepun Lactobacillales, BaXHENLWNX B rpynne MOSIOYHOKMCIIbIX, OTHOCSLLMXCH K
Knaccy CMMOMOTMKOB, OTBETCTBEHHbIX 3a Pa3fIOXXEHNE PACTUTENBHOIO KopMa M NoAaBnsOLLMX POCT U pas-
BUTWE MaToreHHon Mukpodopsl. BeiBoa. Npebrotuieckas kopmoBasa fobaska «JlakTyBET» B KOMMYECTBE
0,5% B paumoHe Kyp-HecyLlek Kpocca Xancekc bpayH okasbiBaeT MOMOXUTENBHOE BRMSHME HA WX XO35W-
CTBEHHO-OMOMNOrMYeckne nokasarenu, YTo MoATBEPXKAAET NPsIMyld B3aUMOCBSA3b pPOCTa XO3ANCTBEHHO-
B1onorMyecknx nokasarenen Kyp-HecyLek ¢ MMKPOBMONOrMYECKMM COCTaBOM MUKPOBMOMA KULLEYHUKA.

Knroyeebie cnoea: npebuomudyeckue 0obasku, pauyuoHbl Kyp, Kpocc Xalicekc bpayH, sudHas
npodyKmugHOCMb Kyp, UHMeHCUBHOCMb AliueKnadku, macca stiya, MUKpOOUOM KUWEYHUKa KYp.

UuntupoBaHnue. Nopnos U. ®, KanuHnHa H. B., Komaposa 3. b., CnoxeHknHa M. U., Ctpyk E. A., Abpamos
C. B. BnmsaHue npebroTuyeckorn KopMmoBor fobaBkn Ha bumanonorndeckme, NpoayKTMBHbIE NokasaTenu u
COCTaB MUKpobBMOMa KULLEYHMKA Kyp-Hecyliek kpocca Xavicekc bpayH. M3secmus HB AYK. 2024. 2(74).
223-230. DOI:10.32786/2071-9485-2024-02-27 .

ABTOpCKMVI BKnaa. Bce aBTOPbl HacTodAWero uccneaoBaHna npuHMManun HenocpeacTBeHHOe yyYacTue B niaHnpoBa-
HWW, BbINONMHEHUN NN aHanNn3e aHHOro nccrnegoBaHU4. OHKM 03HaKOMUNUCL C npeactaBfieHHbIM OKOHYaTellbHbIM Ba-
puaHTom n ogobpunum ero.

KoHdnMKT nHTepecoB. ABTOpbI 3asBNAIOT 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOHMINKTA NHTEPECOB.

BBepeHue. [pMMeHeHNEe HOBbIX paUVOHOB, NpeAHa3Ha4YeHHbIX OS1S BblpallmBaHUs BbICO-
KOMPOOYKTUBHOW NTULIbI COBPEMEHHBIX KPOCCOB, MOMYyYEHNSA FreHETUYECKN 3arnoXXeHHOro npupocTta
XMBOW Maccbl OBpOMnepoB, SNLIEHOCKOCTU Kyp, Hapsdy C BbICOKON NMPOAYKTUBHOCTLIO, MOXET Hera-
TMBHO OTPa3nUTbCA Ha (PU3MONOMMYECKOM COCTOAHMM MTULbI, KOTOPOE OKa3biBaeTCH Ha rpaHu Guo-
norndeckoro npegena [1, 2]. Ana ykpenneHus XnsHecnoCoBHOCTU NOrofioBbsl CEMbCKOXO3ANCTBEH-
HbIX XXMBOTHbIX M MTULUBI B 300TEXHUM NMPUMEHSIOT pPasnnyHble BMOCTUMYNUPYIOLLME BeLLEeCTBa.
Bonblion MHTepec NpeacTaBnarT MNPebuoTUKU, CTUMYMMPYHOLWME (OM3NOMNOrMYecKMe MnpoLecchl
opraHuama, Bknoyas pocT Metabonuama, MMMYHUTET, NuLieBapeHne n apyrue [3-6]. Mcnonb3osa-
HMe NpebuoTMKOB B MTULEBOACTBE SABMSAETCA MEPCNEKTUBHBLIM €Le M NMOTOMY, YTO OHU Croco6-
CTBYIOT CTUMYMSALUMU POCTa TKaAHEW, CHWXEHWIO Majexa NpevMMyLLEeCTBEHHO 3a CYeT YCTpaHeHus
ancbakTepnos3os, NPoUNaKkTNKK 3ab0NeBaHNN Xenygo4HO-KMLWEeYHOro TpakTa. o nx gencrtenem
npoucxoanT ycuneHme MakpogaroBon 1 NIM3OLMMHON aKTUBHOCTU, CHUKEHNE NPOHULLAEMOCTU CO-
CYyAoB W TkaHen. [NpobnoTuKN TakkKe HYXHbl NPpU AEerenbMUHTM3AUMU U BbIMOSHSAOT pOrb aHTW-
cTpeccoBon Tepanuu [7, 8]. Mo MHEHNO aBTOPOB, BBEAEHNE B PaLMOH CBUHEN NPOOMOTUKOB MO
BO34EMCTBUIO HA OPraHn3M paBHAETCA Maron go3e aHTMOMoTMKoB [9]. Kpome Toro, x Mcnomnb3aytoT
ONns NpoomnakTuki GonesHen xenygovHo-kuwedHoro Tpakta [10]. Mpogykumsa, nonyyYyeHHasa ot
BblpalLUMBaHNA NTULBI C MPUMEHEHNEM MPEOUMOTUYECKNX MUKPOOPraHM3MOB, ABISIETCA 3Konormde-
CKM YNCTON, MOCKOMBKY OTXOAbl X MeTabonMama He HakannMBarTCA B TKaHax [11].

OcHoBHYI0 pornb B obecneyeHMn romeoctasa 1 UMMyHUTETA NTUL, BbINOMHAET MUKPOBUOM
KnweuHuka. Mo gaHHbIM nccreqoBanuii [12], BKNOYEHUE B pauMoH Npo- U NpebruoTUKOB BNNSIET HE
TOSBbKO Ha MMKPOOMONOrMYECKNIA COCTaB KULLIEYHOW BakTepmnodropbl, HO 1 U3MEHSIET SKCMIPECCUIO
reHOB, CBA3aHHbIX C UMMYHOreHe3oM. Pa3paboTaHHble B nocrnegHee BpeMs KOpMOBbIE NPebnoTu-
Yyeckne [o0GaBKW, B AOMNOMHEHNE K BbILLEU3NTOXKEHHOMY, BbIMOMHAOT U POrib perynatopa caxapo-
NPOTEMHOBOIO COOTHOLLEHNS B pauMOHaXx XXMBOTHbLIX M MTMUblL. B nx uncne kopmoBas nobaeka
«JlakTyBeT» NponsBeaeHHasi U3 Menacchl, Nony4eHHOM B npouecce BbipabOoTKM MULLIEBOM MaKTO3bl
(Mono4vHoro caxapa). o BHeWHUM nokasaTensaM 3TO MOPOLUOK CBETNO-XENTOro LpeTta. «JlakTy-
BET» COOEPXKMUT He MmeHee 14,5% nakTynosbl, He MeHee 25,2% nakTo3bl, He MeHee 12,5% MOHO3bI
(ranakTosbl, rMKo3bl), a Takke kanbuun — 3,4-4,4%, docdop — 1,4-1,7%, kanun — 0,7-1,7%, mar-
HUA — 0,5-0,7% v gpyrme Makpo- n MMKpoanemeHThl. [5, 13, 14, 15]. Jlakrynosa — gucaxapug, co-
CTOSALLMIA N3 MOMEKYI ranakTosbl U OpyKTO3bl, pacLLEensiieTca B TONICTOM KULLEYHUKE MpU y4acTum
nakTo- n GudnaobakTepuii, YTO CONPOBOXAAETCH CHMKEHMEM pH, peakumsa ctaHoBMTCA cnabokumc-
non, 6GnaronpuATHOM AN1A Pa3BUTUSA MONE3HON MUKPOMNOPLI. YBENMUYEHNE KONUYECTBA KMLLEYHbIX
OndnagobakTepuin NOBLILLAET MHTEHCUBHOCTbL OOMEHa BELLIECTB B OPraHn3me 3a CHET MX CBOWCTBA
WMHMIMONPOBATbL NOTEHLMarnbHbIE NATOreHbl, CHKasA YPOBEHb aMMMaka B KPOBM U NOBbILLAS CUHTES
BUTAMWHOB U NuLLeBapuUTenbHbIX dhepMeHToB. NMpu aTom Budmaobakrepum, obpasyowmecs npu
pacwienneHun pyKTo3bl, NOAABNAT MNATOrEHHY0 MUKPOMNIOPY TONCTOro KulleyHuka. PocT mx
ymncra NorioKMTENbHO BIMSIET N HA CUHTE3 FOPMOHOB, (PEPMEHTOB 1 BUTaMUHOB [4, 16-20]. bakTe-
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pum Lactobacillus acidophilus, OObIMHO KOMOHWM3MPYIOT BEPXHWE OTAENbl KULIEYHMKa, a
Bifidobacterium bifidum — HwxHMe. CnocoBHOCTb nocnedHmx BbipabaTbiBaTb MOSIOYHYHO KUCMOTY
Kak MobOoYHbIN NpoaykT MeTabonuama rmnokosbl otnmyaeT Bifidobacterium bifidum ot gpyrux Gak-
Tepun. pamnonoxntenbHble GakTepun, Takne kak Lactobacillus, obnagatoT ToncTon KneTo4Homn
CTEHKOW, B COCTaB KOTOPOW BXOAWUT NENTUAOIMNUKaH, obecrnedmBatoLmii ee NPOYHOCTbL U COXpaHe-
HMEe KOHTYpOB MembpaHbl Npy OCMOTUYEecKOM AasreHuu [21]. MonodHokucnble Gaktepum — 3TO
rpaMnonoXuTenbHble GakTepMn-aHaspobbl C BbICOKOW (DEPMEHTATMBHOW aKTUBHOCTbLIO, MpUHaa-
nexawpme K MHOroYMCreHHbIM poaaMm, Bkrtovasa Lactococcus, Enterococcus, Oenococcus,
Pediococcus, Streptococcus v Lactobacillus [22]. BbipabaTbiBaemMble MU OpraHUYeckne KUCroThbl
cnocobCTBYIOT nogaepxannto pH Mrukpobroma kueyHrka Ha yposHe 4,0-5,8, 4to gocTaToyHo Ans
WMHMIMONPOBAHUA poCcTa NATOreHHOM MUKPOMopbl. ATO NO3BONUT cOepedb hranonornyeckoe 340-
POBbE N PE3NCTEHTHOCTbL OpraHn3mMa Kyp-HecyLLeK B TeYEHME BCEN X XKNU3HM.

Llenbto Hallero nccnenoBaHusa SBUNOCh onpedeneHne BAMsIHUA NakTyno3ocodepXallen
nobaskn «JlaktyBeT» (MK «CTaBpononbckuii) Ha XO3ANMCTBEHHO-OMONOrMYeckne nokasatenwu,
dm3nonorm4yeckoe COCToSHNE N MUKPOBUOM KMLLEYHMKA Kyp-HecyLLek kpocca Xanceke bpayH.

MaTtepuanbl u metoabl. HayuHbI 3kcnepumeHT Obin npoBeaeH B ycnoeusax Cl1 «CeeT-
nem» 3A0 «Arpodupma «BocTtok» Bonrorpagckon obnactu. O6bektoM mccrnegoBaHust Gbinn
Kypbl-HECYLLKN Kpocca Xarncekc bpayH n kopmoBasa npebunotudeckas gobaeka «Jlaktyset». B BO3-
pacTe 25 Hegenb No MeTO4y nap aHanoroB OblM CHOPMUPOBAHBI 2 TPYMNbl Kyp-HECYLLEK: KOH-
TporibHasa u onbiTHasA. MNTMLa KOHTPOSBLHOW rpynnbl NOTpebnsana Komonkopm cornacHo Tpebosa-
Huam FTOCT 18221-2018, onbITHOM — KOPMOCMECH, OOMOMHEHHYI0 KOPMOBOWN AobaBkon «JlakTy-
BeT» B konnyectee 0,5% (Tabnuua 1).

Tabnuua 1 — Cxema onbiTa
Table 1 — Experimental scheme

BoapacT MpopormkmTtenbHocTb | Konnvectso
Fovana / Grou enens / A e, onbITa, He,qenb/ romnos / Hapamngbl KopMneHust /
Py P ftf'l d gk Duration of Number of Feeding parameters
o biras, weeks experience, weeks goals
Kormponeras / 25 10 70 OcHoBHo paumoH / Basic Diet
Control
OcHoeHo pauyoH + 0,5% kop-
OnbiTHas / o5 10 70 MoBoV Ao6aBku «JlakTyBeT» /
Experienced Basic ration + 0.5% feed additive
"Lactuvet"

ExxeqHEBHO (DUKCMPOBanu SMYHYK NPOAYKTMBHOCTb, PACXO4 KOpMa M COXPaHHOCTb MOrosio-
Bbs1. KMBYIO Maccy Kyp-HECyLUEK, UHTEHCMBHOCTb SINLEKNaaKN onpeaensnn exeHenensHo. Mo ncre-
YeHun onbiTa No 5 0coben KOHTPOILHOW M OMbLITHOW FPyMM NOABEPrnM 3BTaHa3unn. Crnenble OTPOCTKU
KMLWEYHMKa Obinv oTOOpaHbl M HanpaBneHbl ANS UCCeqoBaHNSA B MOMEKYNAPHO-reHETUYECKYO Na-
Gopatoputo Hay4HO-Npoun3BoacTBEHHON komnaHum OO0 «Buotpod» r. CankT-INeTepbypr. Ans no-
NyY4eHUA TaKCOHOMMYECKOWN KapTuHbI MUKPOBUMOMHOIO Yncna 1 coctaBa MMKpodhropsl, NpoBenu me-
TareHOMHbIE NCCeqoBaHMs CoCTaBa MUKPOOMOTLI KMLLIEYHMKA C MCMOMb30BaHMEM MeToda Korunde-
cteeHHou MNUP (gPCR). Mo okoH4YaHun nccneqoBaHus, MaTeMaTUyeckyto obpaboTky pesynbTaToB
BbIMOSHANN C NOMOLLIbIO CTaTUCTUYECKUX MEeToA0B B nporpamme MS Excel. OCHOBHbIE 300TEXHUYE-
CKve rnokasaTenu nnemMeHHoN NTULbl Kpocca «Xanceke bpayH» oTpaxeHbl B Tabnuue 2.

BkntoyeHne B paumoH gaHHon gobaeku B konudectee 0,5% NonoXxuTtenbHO NOBAUSANO Ha
cO30aHune ycrnoBui ansa opMMpoBaHNA B KMLLIEYHMKE MONE3HbIX BUAOB HakTepuin, 4To NposiBu-
nocb B 6onee NoOHOM, MHTEHCMBHOM NEepeBapuBaHNM KopMa, YKpeneHnm uMMyHMTETa U Cylle-
CTBEHHOM YMEHbLUEHUN YPOBHA NATOreHHON MUKPOGIOPbl U 06ecneymnno Hanny4dine 300TexXHM-
Yyeckue nokasaTenu No OCHOBHbIM NapameTpam. bbino BbIABNEHO NPEBOCXOACTBO OMbITHOW rpyr-
Mnbl NO BaroBomy cOOpy M MHTEHCUBHOCTU Anueknaakn Ha 1,84 n 1,74%. 3aTpaTtbl KopmMa OTHOCK-
TenbHO KOHTponA Ha npoussoacTBo 10 avu cHuaunmucb Ha 0,03 kr; Ha ronosy B cyTkn Ha 0,6 T;
KONMMYECTBO CHECEHHbIX UL, yBENMYNNOCL Ha 85 WTyK, Npy 3TOM MX Macca Bo3dpocna Ha 1,17 r
(1,86%; P<0,001). No xmBOM Macce NTULA OMbITHOW FPYNMbl TaKkke NPEBOCXOAWUNM aHanoros. 3a
10 Hepenb uccnenoBaHna B obenx rpynnax OTCyTCTBOBan nagex, B pesynbTaTe Yero CcoxpaH-
HoCTb Kyp coctaBuna 100%.
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Tabnuua 2 — OCHOBHbIE 300TEXHUYECKME NOKasaTenu Kyp-HecyLLeK Kpocca «Xanceke bpayH»
npu UCMOMb30BaHWUK B paunoHe npebrnoTuyeckon kopmosow fobaskn (N=70)
Table 2 — Basic zootechnical parameters of laying hens of the Hisex Brown cross when using a prebiotic
feed additive in the diet (n=70)

Mokasatenu / Indicators KoHTponbHas / Control | OnbiTHas / Experienced
CoxpaHHOoCTb Noronoebs B nepuog onbita, % /
Livestock safety during the period of 100 100
experimentation, %
XXuas macca 1 ron. B 25-Hen, r/
Live weight 1 head. at 25 weeks, g 1770£1,5 1774£1,6
XKXuas macca 1 ron. B 35-Hepn, r/
Live weight 1 head. at 35 weeks, g 1855£3,7 1868+2,8
OpHopogHocTb ctaga B 35-Hea, % / 885 88.8
Herd homogeneity in 35 weeks, % ’ ’
Mony4yeHo auu, wT. / Eggs received, pcs. 4502 4687
MHTeHcuBHOCTL anueknagku, % / Egg-laying rate, % 91,87 93,61
Ha cpegHioro Hecywwky, wT. / For a medium layer, pcs. 64,3 65,5
MoTtpebneHne kopma, r/ron. / Feed intake, g/head 119,7 119,1
Macca anua, r / Egg weight, g 62,79+0,24 63,96+0,27**
3artpatbl kopma, kr/10 any /
Feed consumption, kg/10 eggs 1,30 1,27

MpumeyaHue: pa3HOCTbL MO OTHOLLEHWUIO K KOHTPOMbHOW rpynne goctoBepHa npu: * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01; *** —

P<0,001

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

M3BECTHO, YTO MMKPOOMOM KULUEYHMKA SBMSIETCS [MaBHbIM 3BEHOM 3alLnTbl OT Bpeno-
HOCHbIX GakTepuin, oH obecneymBaeT YCBOEHME MUTATENbHbLIX BELLECTB, YTO CMOCOOCTBYET Mo-
BbILLEHUIO YPOBHS SHEPTUMN U POCTY NPOAYKTUBHOCTW. Y NTULbI COCTaB MUKPOOMOTbI KMLLEYHMKA
npeacrtaeneH 6udunaoo-, NakTo-, 3HTEPO-, NPOTEOo-, aybakTepmsMmn u crTpentokokkamu [16, 17].
MokasaTenun obLLero MMKPOBHOro Yncna n coctaB MUKPOMopbl NpuBeaeHbl B Tabnuue 3.

Tabnuua 3 — ObLiee MUKPOBHOE YMCIIO 1 COCTaB MUKPOMIIOPbI CrEnbiX OTPOCTKOB KypP-HECYLLEK OMbITHOWN
M KOHTPOIbHON rpynnbl (n=5)
Table 3 — Total microbial number and composition of the microflora of the caeca of laying hens of the exper-
imental and control groups (n=5)

K Kypbl-HecyLiku
: YPbI-HECYLIKH (KOH- (onbiTHas rpynna) /
MokasaTtenu / Indicators TponbHasa rpynna) / Lay- Laying hens (exper-

ing hens (control group) imental group)
O6uee mukpobHoe umcno / Total Microbial Number 3,80 (¥1,02) x 10’ 4,67 (+0,89) x 10’
Kateropmum mukpoopraHmamos: /
Categories of microorganisms:
®unym Actinobacteria / Phylum Actinobacteria 0,49 + 0,22 4,41+ 3,10
Pog Bifidobacteriales / Genus Bifidobacteriales 0,12+0,12 3,32+1,12
®unym Bacteroidetes / Phylum Bacteroidetes 34,93 £ 6,39 34,13 £ 10,25
®unym Firmicutes / Phylum Firmicutes 46,73 + 10,66 45,68 + 6,12
Mopsipok Lactobacillales / Order Lactobacillales 4,97 + 1,83 8,85+ 4,85
Pog Clostridiales / Genus Clostridiales 29,14 +£7,99 28,19+ 8,97
ceM, Ruminococcaceae / Ruminococcaceae 8,54 + 2,13 11,77 £ 4,64
Mopsinok Selenomonadales / Selenomonadales 1,78 £ 1,27 7,17 £ 5,71
dunym Fusobacteria / Phylum Fusobacteria 2,23 +2,40 0,78 £ 0,49
®unym Proteobacteria / Phylum 125+£2,76 12,47 £ 6,19
ceM, Enterobacteriaceae / Enterobacteriaceae 1,27 £1,12 2,07 £ 2,81
®unym Synergistetes / Phylum Synergistetes 0,53+0,16 0,38 + 0,31
®unym Tenericutes / Phylum Tenericutes 0,98 £ 0,55 0,30+0,19
ceM, Mycoplasmataceae / Mycoplasmataceae 0,12+ 0,15 0,02 + 0,02
Hopmodprnopa / Normal Flora 82,15+ 10,66 84,22 + 6,12
MaToreHHas n HexenaTenbHas /
Pathogenic and undesirable 2,78 2,75
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ObLee MUKPOOHOE YMCNO SBMSAETCS NMoKa3aTerneM OLeHKM OakTepuanbHOM 00CeMEHEHHO-
CTV KMLLEYHUKA 1 BblpaXaeTcs B OOLLEM KONMYECTBE BCEX MUKPOOPraHN3MOB, HaXoOsLMXCs Ha 1 cm
npo6kl. 1o NoNyYeHHbIM AaHHBIM, KONIMYECTBO MUKPOOPraHW3MOB B KULLEYHWUKE KYP OMbITHOW rpynmbl
yBenMuMock Ha 22,9%. CnepoBaTtenbHO, BKIHOYEHNE KOPMOBOWN 400aBK/ B paLMOH NTULbI NOMNOXU-
TEeNbHO OTPa3nUNoCb Ha ee 340POBbe U NPOAYKTUBHOCTU, YTO MO- BUOUMOMY ABUNOCH ONpeaernsto-
LWMM haKTOpOM YIy4LLEHNST OCHOBHbIX 300TEXHWYECKMX Nokasatenen (tTabnuua 2). Y Kyp-HecyLuek
OMbITHOM TPYMMbl 4OCTOBEPHO YBEMMYMITIOCH KOnMYecTBo budmnaodaktepun (P<0,05), nogasnsatoLmx
NaToreHHy MUKPOgNopy. B onbITHONW rpynne no CpaBHEHWMIO C KOHTPOSbHOM B 9 pa3 BbIPOCIIO YMCITO
Gakrepun rpynnel Punym Actinobacteria BTopuyHble MeTabonNuUTLI KOTOPLIX 06NagatoT aHTMBMOTUYE-
CKMMM, MUKPOBHBIMW, BUPYCHBIMUW, repOnMUMaHBIMU, MHCEKTULMAHBIMA CBONCTBaAMM.

Konun4yectBo e HexenarternbHbIX 6akTepuin Kak B ONbITHOW, TaK U B KOHTPOSTbHOWN rpym-
nax Haxoauroch B nNpegenax HopMbl AN 300pOBOM MTULbI U HE MMENO AOCTOBEPHBIX Pasfinyni.
YCTaHOBMEHO, YTO B OMbITHOW rpymnmne rno CpaBHEHUIO C KOHTporeM B 9 pa3s BO3pOCIIO KOSIMYECTBO
Oaktepun «kateropun Punym Actinobacteria, B 1,4 pasa — MWKPOOPraHM3MoOB nopsgka
Ruminococcaceae, oTBevaloLLMX 3a NepeBapuBaHne N ycBoeHne knetyatku; B 1,8 pas Gonblue
6akTepuin nopsaka Lactobacillales, BaxHenwmnX B rpynne MOMOYHOKUCTIbIX, OTHOCALLUXCA K rpyn-
ne CUMOUOTUKOB, OTBETCTBEHHbIX 3a pPa3foXXeHne pacTUTENbHOrO KopMa 1 NOAaBSAOLLMX POCT U
pa3BuTUE NaToreHHbIx 6akTepuni [12, 22].

3akntoyeHue. YCcTaHOBMEHO, YTO AobaBneHne B KOPM Kyp-HecyLlek npebnotuyeckon KopMo-
Bon gobaBsku «JlaktyBeT» B konnyectee 0,5% B CTPyKTYpe paumoHa cnocobCTBOBaNo pocTy BanoBoro
cbopa auL M MHTEHCMBHOCTU anueknagkm Ha 1,84 (85 wT. auuy) n 1,74%, maccel anua Ha 1,17 r
(1,86%; P<0,001). Tak, B ONbITHOW rpynne y Kyp-HecylweK KONM4ecTBO MWKPOOPraHU3MOB YBENUYU-
nocb Ha 22,9%. Cpean Hux konudectBo ©OakTepuii rpynn Actinobacteria, Lactobacillales wu
Ruminococcaceae, Bo3pocno B 9,0; 1,8 u 1,4 pasa no cpaBHeHMIO C kKOHTponemM. CaenaH BbIBOg O
NMOMOXWUTENBHOM BNUSHUKM NpebuoTudeckon kopmoson fobaeku «JlaktyBeT» B konmdectse 0,5% B
paLuvoHe NTULbI HA UX XO3ANCTBEHHO-OMonorMyeckue nokasarenu, 3a cyet oboraleHs M1kpodnopb!
KMLLIEYHWUKA None3HbIMK GakTepusamu.

Conclusions. It was found that the addition of the prebiotic feed additive "LactuVet" in the
amount of 0.5% in the diet structure to the feed of laying hens contributed to an increase in the gross
yield of eggs and the intensity of egg-laying by 1.84 (85 eggs) and 1.74%, egg weight by 1.17 g
(1.86%; P<0.001). Thus, in the experimental group, the number of microorganisms in laying hens in-
creased by 22.9%. Among them, the number of bacteria of the groups Actinobacteria, Lactobacillales
and Ruminococcaceae increased by 9.0; 1.8 and 1.4 times compared to the control. A conclusion was
made about the positive effect of the prebiotic feed additive "Lactuvet" in the amount of 0.5% in the
diet of poultry on their economic and biological indicators, due to the enrichment of the intestinal mi-
croflora with beneficial bacteria.
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Summary
The article presents the results of research on the nutritive value of feed prepared from ears of grain crops
of early ripeness stages. The results of the studies showed that the mid-wax ripeness stage is the best time
for harvesting grain crops by ears for preparation of feed from their ears. Ears harvested without threshing
are a means of increasing the nutritive value of fish feed due to the higher content of digestible protein.
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