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Hcnonp3zoBanue mpoOHOTHUKOB IIMPOKO PACIPOCTPAHEHO B NTHIEBOJACTBE. [I[pOOMOTHKYM OKa3bIBAIOT MO3UTHBHOE BIIH-
STHAE Ha MHOTHE OpraHsl U cucTeMbl. Llens HacTosmed paboThl — U3yUYCHUE BIHSHUS IPOOMOTHKOB HA POCT M Pa3BUTHE
UBITAT-0poiinepoB. s mpoBeaeHNS SKCTIEpUMEHTa OBIITH OTOOPaHBI TPU TPYTIIBI HBITIIAT Opoiiiaepos o 100 rosoB B Kax-
Joi. L{pImisiTa KOHTPOJIBHOM T'PYIIIBI IOJYYaId OCHOBHON PAallMOH, MPUHATHIN B X035SHUCTBE, MOJIONHSK | ONBITHON rpynms
B JIOTIOTHEHUE K OCHOBHOMY paIlMOHY Toiy4as kopmoBoi koHIeHTpatT (Lactobacillus casei, Lactobacillus plantarum, Lac-
tococcus lactis, Bifidobacterium animalis, Propionibacterium freudenreichii) B mo3e 0,5 Mt Ha 1 KT )UBO# MacChI IIBITLIAT,
II onbITHOM — OCHOBHOM PalMOH B COYETAHUH C TPOOMOTHKOM (MOJIOYHOKHUCIIBIE U (POTOCHHTE3UPYIOIINE OaKTEPHH, APOK-
K1), KOTOPBIH OBLT HCIoNb30BaH o cxeme: 1-10-i nens — B qo3e 0,02 mut B cootnomenuu 1:100; 11-30-i ners — 0,05 mu B
cootromenuu 1:250; 31-39-it nens — 0,1 M1 B cootHomernu 1:20. Hanbopimee yBenmdeHne OTHOCHTEIBHOTO TIpUBeca ObLIO
OoTMeYeHO y ubluistT-opoiinepos I u I rpynm: B Bozpacte 21 nus pasnuna cocrasuina 4,67 u 7,46 % (P < 0,01). )Kuas macca
LBITIIAT-OpoiinepoB B Bozpacte 38 auei B I rpyme, momydaronield KOpMOBOIT KOHIIEHT AT, Oblia Ha 5,4 % BbIIIE IO CpaBHE-
HUIO C KOHTPOJIBHOMU I'PYIIIIOH, B TO BpeMs Kak mpoOuoTuk (11 rpymnma) mo3Boini moryduTs KUByIo Maccy Ha 108,9 r 6omsie,
YeM B KOHTPOJIBHOMU I'PYIIE aHAJIOTOB. YCTaHOBJICHO, YTO MUKPOOHOJIOTMUECKUE TIPEeNaparhl O3BOJISIIOT YBEIUYHUTh )KHBYIO
Maccy M OTHOCHTENBHBIA MPHPOCT XUBOKH Macchl IBITUIAT-Opoitniepos. [IpoOnoTHKY OKa3ain 3aMeTHOE MOJOKHUTEIBHOE
BIIUSHHUE Ha CKOPOCTH POCTA LBITLIAT-OpONIepoB.
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The use of probiotics is widespread in the poultry industry. The probiotics have positive effects on many organ and sys-
tems. The purpose of this work — studying of effect of probiotics on the growth and development of chicken-broilers. For the
experiment were selected three groups of broilers of 100 head each. Chickens of control group was getting basic diet used
in the farm, the young birds of I experimental group — addition the basic diet of the feed concentration (Lactobacillus casei,
Lactobacillus plantarum, Lactococcus lactis, Bifidobacterium animalis, Propionibacterium freudenreichii) in a dose of 0.5 ml
for 1 kg of live weight of chickens; II experimental — the main diet in combination with the probiotic (lactic acid and photo-
synthetic bacteria, yeasts), which was used by scheme: 1-10 day — in a dose of 0.02 ml in proportion1:100; 11-30 day — 0.05 ml
in proportion 1:250; 31-39 day — 0.1 ml in proportion 1:20. The greatest increase the relative gain were observed in broiler
chickens the I and II groups: in the age of 21 day the differens was 4.67 and 7.46 % (P < 0.01). The live weight of chicken-
broilers at the age of 38 days in the I group receiving feed concentration was higher by 5.4 % compared with the control group,
while the probiotic (II group) possible to obtain the live weight to 108.9 g, more than the control group analogs. It has been set
that the probiotics increase the relative gain and live weight of chicken-broilers. Probiotics had noticeable positive impact on
growth rate of chicken-broilers.

TonosxcumenvHasn peyendus npedcmasaena O. B. Topeauk, 00KmMopom ceabCKoX03a1CMe8eHHbIX HaYK,
npogeccopom Ypaabckozo 2ocydapcmeeHHO20 a2papHo20 yHusepcumema.
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[ITueBoACTBO — 3TO MHTEHCHBHO pPa3BHUBAIOIIAs-
Csl OTpacib arpolpOMBIIIIEHHOr0 KoMiuiekca Poccnn.
Bbrnarogaps rocynapcTBeHHOH MOAAEPIKKE 3a MOCIETHEE
JeCSITUIIETHE TPOBEJCHA MOJEPHU3AIUS OTPACTH, KO-
TOpasi ClIOCOOCTBOBAJIA YBEIUYCHHIO 00BEMOB SUYHOTO
U MSICHOT'O POU3BOJCTBA. Poccuiickre nmporu3BOAUTENN
YAOBJETBOPSAIOT TOTPEOHOCTH IPOIOBOIBCTBEHHOTO
pBIHKA B Msice nTULBI Ha 92 %. OCHOBHBIMH NPOHU3BO-
JUTensAMu Msica siBisitoTca benropopckasi, bpsHckas,
Kemeposckas, [lensenckas, Apxanrenbckas, Tomckas,
JIunenikast oomactu. YensOmHckas 0067acTh TaK)Ke SBIIS-
€TCsI OTHUM W3 JIUJICPOB IMIPOU3BOJCTBA MsIca IITHITHI [2].

Hnst nanpHeiiiero pa3BUTHUSA OTPACIH, TPOU3BOJI-
CTBa KaueCTBEHHOW W O€30MacHON MpoAyKIuu Tpedy-
€TCsl BHEAPEHNE NMHHOBAIIMOHHBIX METOJIOB M TEXHOJIO-
Ui HHTEHCU(UKALIMK ITPOIECCa BhIPAITUBAHUS ITHIIBIL.
Kopmiienue nTHIBI — OIWH W3 OCHOBHBIX (DakTOpPOB,
BIMSIIOMINX Ha CKOPOCTh pocTa. C Lenbio yBeIUIeHUs
MPUPOCTOB KUBOIM MAcChl M YMEHBILIEHUS CPOKa BBIpa-
IIMBaHUS ITHIIBI TPOU3BOAUTENN UCTIONB3YIOT Pa3IU-
HbIC KOPMOBBIC JI00ABKHU.

Jns obecnedyeHnsT KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH POC-
CUICKOI NPONYKLHUU Ha PhIHKAX CTpaH-ydacTHHUIL Bee-
MUPHOI TOProBoil opranu3anuu U TaMO>KEHHOIO COr3a
MPOU3BOAUTENSIM HEOOXOIMMO HCIOIH30BaTh MPH BbI-
pallMBaHUW NTHIBI Oe30MacHbIe M DKOJOTHMYSCKH YH-
CTBIE POCTOCTHMYJIHPYOIUE KOPMOBBIE I0OABKH.

[Ipo6GuoTHKM — 3TO Mpenaparsl, COCTOSIIINE U3 MH-
KPOOPTraHU3MOB, SBIIAIOIIUXCS MPEACTaBUTEIIMHI HOP-
MaJbHOW MHUKPOQIIOPH KUBOTHBIX. MHOTUMH HCCIIC-
JIOBAaTEISIMH OTMEUYEHO WX TOJIOKUTEIBHOE BIMSTHUE Ha
POCT M pa3BUTHE CEIBCKOXO3IMCTBEHHBIX KUBOTHBIX H
nruis [6, 7, 10]. Mcnonas3oBanue TpoOHOTHUKOB B Kade-
CTBE POCTOCTUMYIHPYIOUIUX IPErnapaToB OCHOBAHO Ha
OMOKAaTaTMTUYECKOM JICHCTBUU HA MHOTHE >KH3HEHHO
Ba)KHBIE MTPOIIECCHI B OPTaHU3ME YEJIOBEKa U dKUBOTHBIX
(8, 9].

[Ipemapartsl, comeprkaniine TpoOHOTUYECKNE MUKPO-
OpPTraHU3MBbI, OKa3bIBAIOT O3/I0PABIMBAIOIIEE JCHCTBUE
Ha COCTOSTHHE KemyAo4Ho-KumedHoro tpakta (OKKT)
NTAOBL. YYEeHBIMU JOKa3aHa aHTAarOHHCTHYECKas aK-
THBHOCTh IPOOHOTUKOB MPOTUB IMATOTCHHOW MHUKPO-
¢rops1, momanatomeit B KKT nrumst [5].

[lox neiicTBreM MPOOHOTUKOB yIIydIIaeTCs epeBa-
pUBaEMOCTh M HCIOJIB30BAaHHUE IMUTATEIHHBIX BEIIECTB
KOpMa, pe3yJIbTaTOM Yero SIBJISIETCS yBEIUYECHUE CPEe-
HECYTOYHOI'0 MIPUPOCTA KUBOM Maccsl [1].

OnHaKo yBeJIMUEHUE CKOPOCTHU POCTA LBITUISAT YaCTO
COIMPOBOXKJIACTCS OTCTABAHUEM B Pa3BUTHH BHYTPCH-
HUX OPraHOB M HEJOCTATOYHOCTBHIO CHCTEMbI KPOBET-
BOpEHUS | dKCKkperuu [4]. Bo3HnkaeT HEOOXOAUMOCTh
HAyYHO-TIPAKTUYECKOTO W3YUEHUsS BIHUSHUS TPOOH-
OTUKOB HAa CKOPOCTH POCTa COBPEMEHHBIX KpPOCCOB
LBILISAT-OpOilsIepoB.

Heas u Metoauka wucciaenoBanuii. llens pabo-
Thl — U3YYHUTh BIIMSHUEC MPOOHMOTUYCCKUX IMPEHapaToB
Ha POCT W Pa3BUTHE LBIUIAT-OpoiinepoB. B ycnoBusx
MarauToropckoro MTHIIEBOAYECKOTO KoMIUIekca Ne 2
(r. MarauToropck YensiOuHckoit 001acT) ObLI IPOBE-
JIEH HAay4YHO-XO3SIICTBEHHBIN onbIT. [1o mpuHnuNy aHa-
JIOTOB OBLIO C(HOPMUPOBAHO JBE ONMBITHBIX M OJHA KOH-
TPOJIbHAA TPYIINA CyTOYHBIX IBITLIAT-OPOHIEPOB KpOC-
ca ROSS 308 no 100 ronos B kaxaoi. Kopmienue nru-
1Bl OCYIIECTBIISLIOCH COaTaHCHPOBAHHBIMU KOPMOBBIMU
cMmecsiMu. [[pITIATa OMBITHBIX TPYIIT JOMOJHUTEIBHO
MOJydYadl C KOPMOM MHKPOOHOJOTHYECKHE TMpernapa-
ThI: | ombITHAs — mpemapar, conepxamuii Lactobacillus
casei, Lactobacillus plantarum, Lactococcus lactis subsp.
lactis, Bifidobacterium animalis, Propionibacterium
freudenreichii, 8 go3e 0,5 M Ha 1 Kr >XMBOH MAacCCHI.
II ombITHAS — IpenapaT, BKIHOYAIOIINI MOJIOYHOKHUCITBIC
1 (QOTOCUHTE3UPYIOIIUE OAKTePUH, TPOXKIKH, TPOAYK-
THI KU3HEICATCTHHOCTH MUKPOOPTAaHU3MOB, TIO CIICITY-
romret cxeme: 1-10-i1 nenb — B no3e 0,02 mu1 B pasBene-
Huu 1:100; 11-30-i gens — 0,05 ma B pa3zBenenuu 1:250;
31-39-it nens — 0,1 ma B pa3Benenun 1:20.

JKuByto mMaccy HBILISAT OMPEEsind MyTeM eKeHe-
JISIIBHOTO MHIMBHU1YaJbHOTO B3BEIIUBaHU. IHTEHCHUB-
HOCTH POCTa IBITUIAT OLIEHUBAJIN 110 U3MEHEHHUIO OTHO-
CUTEJIBHOI0 MPUPOCTa KUBOU Macchl. Pe3ynbrarsl Hc-
cienoBanuit 00pabaTeIBalii ONOMETPUUYECKH.

Pe3ynbTaThl WMCCI€NOBAaHUA. YCTaHOBJICHO, 4YTO
IBITUISITA B ONBITHBIX TPYIIaX Ha MPOTAKEHUH BCETO
OIBITa UMENH OO0JIee BHICOKYIO )KUBYIO MacCy B CpaBHE-
HUH C aHAJIOTaMH M3 KOHTPOIBHOH rpynnsl. JlmHaMuKka
W3MEHEHUsI XUBOW MaccChl HBITIIAT-OpoiiiepoB mpea-
craBieHa B Ta0uI. 1.

Tabnuna 1 Table 1
uHaMuUKa >KMBOIT MAaCChI IBIIAT-OpOIiIepOB, T Dynamics of live weight of chicken-broilers, g
Bospacr, I'pynna Age, Group
JHer KOHTPOJIbHASA I onbITHAA IT onbITHAA days control I experimental II experimental
0 44,2 + 0,75 443 + 0,99 44,3 + 0,66 0 442 +0.75 443 +0.99 443 +0.66
7 178,0+0,38 | 182,5+0,33** | 191,0 + 0,49%** 7 178.0£0.38 | 182.5+0. 33** 191.0 & 0.49**
14 468,6 + 1,49 470,0 £ 0,26 | 486,0 + 0,38** 14 | 468.6+1.49 470.0 £ 0. 26 486.0 £ 0.38%*
21 887,5+ 0,68 | 937,04+ 0,79** |1000,0 £ 0,98%** 21 887.5+0.68 | 937.0+0.79** | 1000.0 + 0.98%**
28 1389,0 + 0,45 | 1497,0 = 1,80** | 1489,0 + 0,66** 28 | 1389.0 £0.45 | 1497.0 = 1.80** | 1489.0 + 0.66**
35 1853,0 £ 1,01 | 1972,0 £ 0,51%* | 1957,0 &£ 0,37** 35 | 1853.0£1.01 | 1972.0 £0.51** | 1957.0 £ 0.37**
38 22874 +6,50 | 2410,3 +6,30* | 2396,3 + 8,40 38 | 2287.4+£6.50 | 2410.3 £ 6.30* 2396.3 + 8.40

IIpumeuanue: 30eco u dasnee
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: *P < 0,05 **P < 0,01

Note: hereinafter: *P < 0.05 **P < 0.01.
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Tabnuna 2 Table 2
OTHOCUTEeTbHAA CKOPOCTH POCTa IbIIIAT-OpOiinepoB,% The relative growth rate of broiler chickens, %
Bospacr, I'pynna Ace. d Group
” ge, days - -
AHEU | KOHTPOJIbHAS 1 onbITHAS II onbITHAS control I experimental | I experimental
7 126,85+ 1,25 | 123,163 £ 1,502 | 126,64 + 1,21 7 126.85+ 1.25| 123.163 £ 1.502 | 126.64 + 1.21
14 89,87 £0,264 | 88,123 £0,121 | 87,15+ 0,216 14 89.87 £0.264 | 88.123 +£0.121 87.15+0.216
21 61,71 £ 0,47 | 66,38 = 0,079** | 69,17 £ 0,10%* 21 61.71 £ 0.47 |66.38 +£0.079** | 69.17 + 0.10**
28 44,10 £ 0,43 | 46,01 £0,145*** | 39,29 + 0,107 28 4410 £0.43 |46.01 £0.145%** | 39.29 +0.107
35 21,77 £0,235 | 27,38 £ 0,112** [ 27,16 + 0,045%* 35 21.77 £0.235 | 27.38 £ 0.112** | 27.16 + 0.045**
38 20,70 + 1,98 19,94 £+ 0,89 20,01 + 1,45 38 20.70 + 1.98 19.94 £ 0.89 20.01 +£1.45
On aver-
B cpemnem age, over
sanepuon | 60,83 + 16,94 | 61,83 £ 15,98* | 61,58 + 16,70* || the period | 60.83 = 16.94 | 61.83 = 15.98* | 61.58 £ 16.70*
OIIbITA of experi-
ence
140 1 140 4
120 120 1
1 | 100
8O 1 B KoHTposisHan Lo W Control
&0 | I & [
Milines - CHERa. -
= mim 0| il
T 14 b | 8 A5 |2 et 7 1+ 21 8 35 Mdays
BOIpACT age

Puc. 1. lunamuka usmeneHus OMHOCUMENbHO20 NPUPOCA HUBOLL
maccol yvinaam-6potinepos, %

XKuBas mMacca UBIIIISAT HA HAYAJIO OIBITA OblLiIa TPHU-
MEpPHO OJIMHAKOBOW BO Bcex rpynnax. B Bo3pacte 7 cy-
TOK IBITIJIATA B ONBITHBIX TPyHIax UMENH JOCTOBEPHO
Oonee BbICOKYIO *kuBYI0 Maccy (P < 0,01). B 14 cytok
JIOCTOBEpHAsl pasHUIa MO JXUBOM Macce OTMeueHa
Tonbko Bo Il onbiTHOM rpynmne. B nepuon 21-35-e cyT-
KU YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO JKMBasg Macca LBIIUISAT OMBITHBIX
rpymmn Obljla JOCTOBEPHO BBINIE, Y€M B KOHTPOJIBHOU
rpymme (P <0,01). B 38 queit noctoBepHas pa3HuLa OT-
MedeHa ToIsKO B | onbrTHOM rpymme (P < 0,05).

B Tabxn. 2 mpeacraBieHbl pe3yibTaThl pacdyeTa OT-
HOCHUTEJIEHOH CKOPOCTH pocTa UBIUIT-0poitiepos. Kak
BUJHO W3 TaOIUIBI, B BO3pacTe 7 CYTOK Camoe BBICO-
KO€ 3Ha4YeHHEe OTHOCUTEIBHOTO MPHUPOCTA KUBOW Mac-
Cbl OTMEUYEHO B KOHTPOJbHOW rpynne. [simisra I u 11
ONBITHBIX TPYNI UMENHU Noka3arenu Ha 3,68 % u 0,2 %
HIKE, YTO, BOBMOYKHO, CBS3aHO C aJanTanueil NTULBI K
npenapaTam.

B 14-nHeBHOM BO3pacTe JaHHas 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH
coxpanmyiack. OTHOCUTEIBHBIN MPUPOCT KUBOM MACCHI
B KOHTPOJIBHOI rpynme coctasus 89,87 %, B I rpymnme
Ha 1,75 %, Bo 1l — Ha 2,72 % moxa3zaTenu ObLIN HUXKE,
4YeM B KOHTPOJIbHOM.

B cnenyrommii BozpacTHOM mepuoxa (21 aeHs) ot-
HOCUTEJIBHBIA MPUPOCT KUBOW MacChl B OIBITHBIX
rpynmnax OblI JOCTOBEPHO BBIIIE, Y€M B KOHTPOJIBHOM.
Tax, B | onmsITHOM Tpymnme o cocTaBui 66,38 %, Bo I —
69,17 %, uto coorBeTCcTBeHHO Ha 4,67 % u 7,46 % BbIIIC
3HAYEHHS] KOHTPOJIBbHON T'PYIIIIBL.
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Fig. 1. Changes in the relative weight gain of chicken-broilers, %

B 28-gHeBHOM BO3pacTe OTHOCHUTENbHAs CKOPOCTh
pocTa UbIUIAT | ONBITHOW Tpynmbl ObLIA BBILIE, YEM B
KOHTpouie. JlaHHas TEHACHIUS COXPAaHWIACh 0 KOHIA
BBIPAIIMBAHUS IIBITLIAT.

B cpennem 3a mepuos oOmbBITa OTHOCUTENBHBIN
MPUPOCT KUBOH Macchl B KOHTPOJBHOM rpyrmne ObLI
60,83 %, B TO BpeMs Kak B ONBITHBIX I'PYIIax OH ObLI
JIOCTOBEPHO BBILIE M COCTaBWJ IO TPYIMIaM COOTBET-
cTBeHHO 61,83 u 61,58 %.

AnHanusupys AaHHbBIE, NPEACTaBIEHHbIE Ha puc. 1,
MOKHO OTMETHTb, UYTO MAaKCUMaJIbHbIE 3HAYEHHUS OTHO-
CUTEJIBHOTO MPHUPOCTa KUBOM Macchl BO BCEX Ipymmax
HaOII0/1aJTHCh B [IEPBbIE CEMb JIHEH, B MOCIETY IOIINE TIe-
PHOABI POCTA UBIIIAT JAHHBIA MOKa3aTelb CHUKAJICS.

[Ipouecc cHUKEHHSI CKOPOCTH POcTa OpoitiepoB 00-
YCIIOBJIMBAETCSl BO3PACTAIOIIEH CIELMAIN3ALUCH KIle-
TOK TeJa, BEHITECHEHHEM I'eHEPAaTHUBHBIX OCIKOB CIELH-
aM3UPOBAaHHBIMH O€JIKaM{, OKOCTECHEHHEM XpsIien
[3]. IIpu aTOM OTMEUEHO, uTO B TIepuoa ¢ 21-ro mo 38-i
JIEHb OTHOCHUTEJIBHBIN IPUPOCT KUBOM MACCHI B I OMBIT-
HOW Tpynne ObLI BbIIIE KOHTPOJBHBIX 3Ha4eHWH. Bo
Il rpynme 3HauYeHUs: OTHOCUTEIBHOTO MPUPOCTa ObLIH
BEIIIIE KOHTPOJIBHBIX B Bo3pacTe 21 JHA M B Mepuoj ¢
35-i1 o 38-ii AeHb.

BaxxHo, uTO OONee BBICOKAss HHTEHCHBHOCTH POCTa
B ONBITHBIX TPyNIax COMPOBOXKJAjdach BBICOKOH CO-
XPaHHOCTBIO MOToJIoBbs. COXpaHHOCTh B KOHTPOJIBHOU
rpymre coctasuia 87 %, B I onbiTHON — 95 %, II onbIT-
HOM — 99 %.

www.avu.usaca.ru
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BoiBoabl. Pexomengamuu. I[Ipobuotnueckue mpe-
maparsl CHOCOOCTBYIOT YBEIMUEHHIO CKOPOCTH POCTa
UBITUIAT-OpoiiiepoB. braromaps MCHonb30BaHUIO TPO-
OMOTHKOB B PAIMOHE IBIILIAT COKPALIAIOTCS CPOKH JI0-
CTHKeHHUs yOoiHOH Macchl. OTHOBpEMEHHO Habmioma-
eTcsi 6ojee BBICOKAs COXPAHHOCTH ITHIBI B ONBITHBIX

BIUSHUU TPOOMOTHYECKUX IIPENapaToB Ha 370POBbE
NTHUIBL

Ha ocHOBaHUM H3710KEHHOTO MOKHO CIECIIATh BHIBOJL
0 11e71ec000Pa3HOCTH UCIIONB30BAHUS TPOOUOTHYECKUX
IpernapaToB B Ka4eCTBE POCTOCTUMYJIUPYIOIIEH 100aB-
KU B PallMOHE LBITUISIT-0pOiIepoB.
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