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Llenbro TaHHOTO MCCIIEIOBAHMS SIBUJIACH CPAaBHUTEIIbHAS OLICHKAa MOP(POMETPUIECKHX MTapaMETPOB TeJla IBYX OTEYEeCTBEH-
HBIX TOHKOPYHHBIX ITOPOJT OBEIL IS OTIPE/ICIICHUS TTOPOJIbI, KOTOPAsi MMEEeT HANOOJBIINHA TOTEHIMAI YITyUIICHNsI MACHOI Ipo-
TyKTUBHOCTH. OOBEKTOM HCCIIEOBAHHS CITYKHIM OapaHYMKH B BO3PACTE OJHOTO TOa CTaBPONOJILCKOM MOpossl, 15 romos
(n=15), 1 mopoab! MaHBIYCKHIA MepuHOC, 15 rojoB (n=15). [Ipu cpaBHUTETFHOM aHANMU3€ MPUKU3HEHHBIX IPOMEPOB Tea y
OBell, CBSI3aHHBIX C MSICHOH MTPOYKTHBHOCTBIO, OBIIIO BBISIBJICHO, YTO O BBICOTE B XOJIKE, BBICOTE B KPECTIIE, ITMPHHE KPECTIIa,
KOCOW JUIMHE TYJIOBHINA, IIUPUHE TPYyAN, 00XBaTy Tpyau, 00XBaTy IsICTH OBILBI opoxsl MM npesocxonst oseny CT mopogsl.
Takoke ObL10 0OHAPYXKEHO, YTO OBLILI HOpoasl MM npeBocxozst oBert CT nopo/s! o Macce MbILIEYHON TKaHHU U KOCTEH Tea,
a Takxe emie no 18 mopdomerpruecknm nokaszarensm. Takue MopdoMeTpruecKie TTOKa3aTeli, Kak Macca IIeYeHH U CeJIe3eH-
KM, JUIMHA 33/IHEH HOTH, JUIMHA TSICTHOIM KOCTH, TIIyOWHA JIDKEK, JOCTOBEPHO HE OTIMYAINCH. AHAIN3 MOP(OMETpHIECKUX
IoKasaresieit Tesna U BHyTpeHHUX opraHoB y oselt CT mopozs! u oser nopojsl MM roBOpHUT O TOM, YTO GapaHYMKH MOPOABI
MM nocrosepHo npeBocxonaT 6apanunkoB CT 1moposbl IO MHOTMM MOP(GOMETPUIECKHAM ITOKA3aTeNsIM TeJla U BHYTPEHHHUX
opraHoB. [ToyueHHBIE pe3yabTaThl YKa3bIBAIOT Ha TO, YTO TOPO/Ia MAHBIUCKHI MEPUHOC ABJISIETCS HANOOJIEe IIEPCIEKTUBHOI B
OTHOIIEHHH CEJIEKIIMOHHBIX padoT 10 YJIy4HICHHIO MSICHOW MPOYKTUBHOCTH.
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OF MORPHOMETRIC PARAMETERS OF SHEEP
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The aim of this study was the comparative evaluation of morphometric parameters of the bodies of two domestic fine-wool
sheep breeds to determine the breed that has the most potential to improve meat productivity. The object of the study was sheep
at the age of one year in Stavropol breed 15 heads (n=15) and breed Manychsky Merino 15 heads (n=15). In a comparative
analysis of in vivo body measurements in sheep associated with meat productivity, it was found that the height at withers,
height at rump, rump width, oblique body length, chest width, chest girth, metacarpus sheep breed sheep MM superior to the
ST breed. It was also found that sheep breed MM superior to the sheep of ST breed muscular tissue mass and bone body, and
also on 18 morphometric parameters. Such morphometric parameters as mass of the liver and spleen, length of hind foot, length
of the metacarpal bone, the depth of the thighs did not differ significantly. Analysis of the morphometric parameters of the body
and internal organs in sheep ST breeds and sheep breeds of MM suggests that sheep breeds of MM significantly superior to
the ST rams of the breed on many of the morphometric parameters of the body and internal organs. The obtained results indicate
that breed Manychsky Merino is the most promising with respect to breeding, to improve meat productivity.

Honosxcumenvnasn peyensus npedcmasnena A. H. Keouko, 0okmopom 6uoao2uveckux Haykx,
npogeccopom Cmasponoabcko2o 20cy0apcmeeHH020 a2papHo20 yHugepcumemad.
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OB1eBonctBo B CTaBpONOJILCKOM Kpae HCTOpUYE-
CKH CTaJI0 OJHOW M3 BEAYIIUX OTPACIeH CeIhCKOXO3SH-
CTBEHHOI0 Mpou3BojcTBa. CTaBpONoOibe SBISETCA pO-
JINHOM TOHKOPYHHBIX U IIOJIyTOHKOPYHHBIX IIOPOJ OBEll,
KOTOpBIE XOPOIIIO 3apEKOMEHIOBAIN ce0sl M MONYYHIN
IIMPOKYIO0 M3BECTHOCTHh HE TOJILKO B HAIlleH cTpaHe, HO
u 3a ee npenenamu [7, 3]. OcHoBy oBueBoacTBa CTaBpo-
MOJTLCKOTO Kpast COCTABIISIET TOHKOPYHHOE HaIpaBJICHHE
(6onee 70 % Bcero morosoBbs) [8]. B ¢Bs3u ¢ 3TUM OC-
HOBHOM MCTOYHUK OapaHUHBI Ha peIHKE CTaBpOIOIBCKO-
T0 Kpast — IMEHHO OBI[bl TOHKOPYHHBIX 1opox [6, 9].

CraBporonbsckasi 1Mopona BBICTYIIAET JOCTONHBIM
MPEICTABUTENIEM OBELl TOHKOPYHHOTO HampaBieHus [2].
DTa mopoja OTIMYACTCS XOPOIINM TEJOCIOKEHHEM U
Kpernkoil KoHCTUTyuuen. CTaBpoIonbeKasi mopoja OBeLl
00J1a1aeT BHICOKOM ILIEPCTHOM MPOIYKTUBHOCTBIO, & TaK-
K€ HCIUIOXMMHU MSCHBIMU Kau€CTBaAMH, KOTOPBIC 6[)IJII/I
yHacIeIOBaHbl OT MCXOIHBIX poauTensckux (opm. Ilo-
POIHBIE KadecTBa OBEI] XOPOIIIO TIEPEAr0TCs JIaXkKe CITy-
CTS TIOKOJICHHS. MSICO CTaBpOMOIBCKOH OBITBI BKYCHOE,
COYHOC U OYEHBb MSATKOE, €r0 YacTO UCIOJB3YIOT B KYJH-
Hapuu [5].

Eme o1HOM MMPOKO pacHpOCTPaHEHHON TOHKOPYH-
HOM MOpOJION SIBJISIETCA MAaHBIYCKUA MEPUHOC, BbIBE-
JeHHbI B 1993 1. myTeM CKpellMBaHUs aBCTPATHMCKUX

MEpPUHOCOB C OBIIAMH CTaBPOIOJIbCKOM mopojsl. [lpu
CO3/IaHUU TIOPOJIBI OBEI] MaHBIYCKUI MEPUHOC OOIBIIOE
BHUMAHHE YJIEISUIOCH MOBBIIICHUIO HIEPCTHON MPOAYK-
TUBHOCTH, & TAKKE K HUM MPEABSBISIINCH BBICOKHUE TPE-
OoBaHUs 10 KUBOHM Macce. VX OTIMYUTEIIbHOM 0COOCH-
HOCTBIO SIBIISIIOTCS CTaOWJIbHBIE TJIEMEHHBIE Ka4ecTBa
M BBICOKasl MPOAYKTUBHOCTh B YCIIOBHUSX 3aCyIIITHBON
crenHoit 30HbI CeBepHoro Kakasa. JKuBoTHble 00ma-
JTAI0T KPETKON KOHCTUTYIMEH, KOMIIAKTHBIC, TYJOBUIIE
MPONOpIHOHAIBHO ciokeHHoe [10].

Juist Gonee OOBEKTHBHOW OIIGHKH MSICHOM MPOIYyK-
TUBHOCTH WCTIONB3YIOT H3MEPEHUS MPKU3HEHHBIX TIPO-
MepoB, YOOIHBIX TapaMeTpoOB Tela M BHYTPEHHUX Op-
TaHOB, KOTOpBIE ITO3BOJSIOT JIaTh KOJWYECTBEHHYIO U
Ka4EeCTBECHHYIO XapaKTECPUCTUKY MSICHBIM KauecTBaMm [1].
Takske uccieaytoT MOpQhOIOTHIECKHI COCTAB TYIIHN KH-
BOTHOTI'O, OINPEAEIISIEMbII COEpKAHUEM B HEH MbIIIEU-
HOH TKaHM, KOCTEH, xupa [4].

ean n MeTOAUKA MCCIETOBAHUI

Llenpro HamIero uccueIoBaHus SIBUJIACH CPABHUTEb-
Hasi OIIEHKa MOP()OMETPUUECKHX MapaMeTPOB JABYX OTeE-
YECTBEHHBIX TOHKOPYHHBIX TIOPOJ] OBEII C IIEJIbIO BBISAC-
HEHUs HanOOJIBIIIETO MOTeHIINAaTa MACHBIX KauyeCTB.

UccnenoBanne Ob1o mpoBeneHo Ha 6aze OI'BOY
BO «CraBponosbCkuil rocyJapCTBEHHbI arpapHbIid

Tab6muna 1
CpaBHeHMe MOP(dOMeTPIYECKIX TAPAMETPOB TelIa Y OBell CTABPOIOIbCKOI IOPOXBI ¥ HOPOJBI MAHBIYCKIII MEPUHOC
Table 1
Comparison of morphometric parameters of the body the sheep of Stavropol breed and breed Manychsky Merino
p P p y P P y y
MopdomeTprueckue mapamerpbl CraBpomnoibckas mopoga n=15 | Manbruckuii MmepuHoc n=15
Morphometric parameters Stavropol breed n=15 Manychsky Merino n=15 P
BricoTa B X0iKe, cM
Height at wither: cm 67,80+ 0,70 72,47 £ 0,96 0,0001
Bricora B kpectue, cm 70,13 £ 0,68 75,00 £ 0,76 0,0001
Height at croup, cm ’ ’ i ’ i
Iupura kpectua, cm 16,67 + 0,26 19,93 0,50 0,0001
Width at croup, cm
Hmina xkpectua, cM 23,13 £ 0,56 24,13+ 0,32 0,123
Length of croup, cm
Kocast amiia Tynosima, e 80,40 + 1,11 85,53 +0,73 0,001
Obligue torso length, cm § ’ i ’ ’
[Mupuna rpyau, cMm
Chest width, cm 23,07 £ 0,49 27,13 £ 0,46 0,0001
I'myGuna rpynu, cM
Chest depth, cm 31,60 + 0,40 31,53 £ 0,24 0,885
Obxsar rpynu, cM 89,13 + 1,01 102,60 + 0,85 0,0001
Chest girth, cm
Obxpar ncTH, cM 9,33+0,19 10,00 + 0,27 0,047
Girth metacarpus, cm
Hmiua mACTH, CM 15,60 £ 0,28 1520+ 0,34 0,355
Metacarpus length, cm
JlMHa TUTIOCHBI, CM
Metatarsus length, cm 16,80 + 0,31 17,13+ 0,32 0,441
[[Iupuna nosicHUIBL, CM
Width of the waist, cm 13,33 0,24 13,47+0,14 0,624
[IupuHa CIIUHBL, CM
Widh of back om 22,73 £0,58 23,40 £ 0,32 0,305
[TomyoOxBar 3ama, cM
Half irth of back. cm 72,33 £ 0,99 71,33 £ 0,87 0,440

Ipumeuanue: paznuqus docmosepust npu p < 0,05
Note: differences significant at p < 0.05
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yHUBepcuTeT». OOBEKTOM HCCIEIOBAHUS CIYXHIN Oa-
paHYMKH B BO3pAcTe OJHOTO TOJla CTaBPOMOIBCKOH ITO-
ponsl, 15 ronos (n=15), 1 mopoAbl MAaHBIUCKUI MEPHHOC,
15 romoB (n=15), U3 MIEMEHHBIX >XHBOTHOBOIYECKUX
x03HCcTB CTaBpOMOIBCKOTO Kpas. Y BCEX >KUBOTHBIX
BBITIOTHSITH KOMIUIEKC M3MEPEeHH MOP()OMETPUIECKUX
MapaMeTpoB Tella, KOHEYHOCTEH W BHYTPEHHHX Opra-
HOB. [lpmxu3HeHHBIE MOp(hOMETpHUECKHE MapaMeTphl
TeJla U3MEPSIU MEPHOU IAJIKOM U MEPHOH JIEHTOM, TaK-
K€ BBIMIOJHSUIM M3MEPEHMsI MacChl OTJENbHBIX YacTel
TeJa ¥ BHYTPEHHUX OPraHOB IyTeM HHIUBUAYaJIbHOTO
B3BemMBaHusA ¢ momormbio BecoB Mapku ACCULAB
Sartorius group (I'epmanus). 3ydeHnne MICHBIX KadecTB
Y pa3BHUTHs BHYTPEHHUX OPTaHOB IMPOBOIMIIHN COTIIACHO
metomuke BMXK (1978) mo pesynbraraM KOHTPOJIBHOTO
y0os.

JocroBepupiMu cunTanu pasnuuns npu p < 0,05.
Bce »xnBOTHBIE OBLITH 370POBBIMH, COIEPKATIICH B ONTH-
MaJBHBIX YCIOBUSAX U MOTYYalld TTOJHOIIEHHBIH PallioH
nuTaHus. J{JIsi CTaTHCTHYECKOTO aHAIM3a HCIIOB30BAIN
NBYCTOpOHHUH t-kputepuil CThIOEHTa B NpOrpaMme
«Microsoft Excel» miua « Windows».

Pe3yabTaThl Hccie10BaHUM

CpaBHUTENBHBIN aHAJIHM3 MPIKU3HEHHBIX MTPOMEPOB
y oBeIl cTaBponoibckoit mopoas! (CT) u mopoas MaHBIY-
ckuit mepuHoc (MM) (tabum. 1) mokasai, 4To BBICOTa B
XOJIKe U BbIcoTa B Kpectue y osely CT moposas! gocrto-
BepHO MeHbIle Ha 7 %, ueM y oBel] nopoasl MM. OBiis!
CT moponasl ycTynaioT oBllaM mopoasl MM B mmmpuHe
kpectia Ha 19,6 %, a miuwHA KpecTia Mexay mopoia-
MH JOCTOBEpHO He ommnyanack. Kocast aimHa TyIOBH-
ma oser] CT noctoBepHO MeHble Ha 6,38 %, yeM y mo-
poast MM. Takske mmpuna rpyau osery CT nmoposas! Ha
17,63 % mocToBEpHO MEHBIIIE, YeM Y OBell Topoibl MM.
CT mopoma mocroBepro ycrymaer MM Ha 15,11 % mo
ooxsary rpymu. I1o o6xBary mssctu CT mopoma Takxke 10-
CTOBEpHO ycTymnaeT Ha 7,14 % mopone MM. Ilo ocTains-
HBIM MPUKU3HEHHBIM IIPOMEPaM OBIIbI CTaBPOIIOIECKON
MOPOJIBI ¥ TOPOJIbI MAHBIUCKHI MEPUHOC IOCTOBEPHO HE
OTJINYAJIUCH.

IIpy cpaBHUTEIBLHOM H3y4EHMM KOCTHOW OCHOBBI U
MBILIEYHOM TKaHU TeJla U KOHEYHOCTEH Y OBEll MOPOIbI
CT u MM (tab:1. 2) OBII0 BEIBICHO, YTO MAacCa MBIIIEY-
Ho¥t TkaHu Oezpa y oerr CT opobl TOCTOBEPHO MEHbB-
uie Ha 14 %, yem y oBen nopoast MM. Macca koctu
kpectia y oBery CT mopo/s! Takxke JOCTOBEPHO MEHbIIIE
Ha 14,86 %, yem y mopoast MM. bapanuuku CT mopo-
JIbl ycTynaroT nopoae MM 1o Takum rokaszaressiM, Kak
o01mras Macca MOSCHUIIBI I Macca €€ MBIIIEYHOW TKaHH,
Ha 25 %, Macca MbleyHOH TKaHu rpynu (21,82 %) u
oOmast macca rpymnu (22,69 %). Taxoxe y CT mopozsl mo-
Ka3aresb Macchl KOCTH IPYJH TOCTOBEPHO MEHbIIIE, YEM
y MM, na 25 %. OBI1IbI CTaBPOIOILCKON TTOPOABI TOCTO-
BEPHO YCTYMAIOT OBIaM 1opojisl MM 1o Macce JionaTku
Ha 16,46 %, macce ee mbimedHoln Tkanu — Ha 14,81 %,
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Macce KocTH — Ha 24,65 %. Taxxe 6apanunku CT mopo-
IIbI YCTYTAIOT OapaH4yrkaM nopoasl MM 1o macce rie-
ya (17,75 %), macce ero mbiiedHoit Tkanu (25,19 %).
Macca npeamieusss y oBery CT mopoasl A0CTOBEPHO
MenbIe Ha 15,86 %, uemM y MM, Takke Macca ero KoCTu
(22,90 %). Takoit MmopomeTpudecKuii TOKa3areib, KaK
Macca wewu, y oerl CT nmopoasl JOCTOBEPHO MEHbILIE Ha
41,84 %, yem y oBen nopoAasl MM, macca ee Mblieu-
HOM TkaHu — Ha 53,68 %, macca xkoctu — Ha 22,61 %.
[To obmeii macce mprmeuHoi Tkauu CT mopoma ycrty-
naet mopone MM Ha 19,23 %, o o01ieii Macce KOCTH —
Ha 18,70 %. Ilo ocTambHBIM TTOKA3aTEISIM TOCTOBEPHBIX
pasiuuuii MeXAy IOPOAaMU He OOHAPYKEHO.

AHanu3 MopQOMETpUYECKUX TOKa3areneld Telna U
BHYTpeHHUX opraHoB y osert CT nmoposs! 1 mopoast MM
npeacTasiieH B Tabn. 3. Takoil mokaszarenb, Kak jKHUBas
Macca mnepen oTkopmoM, y 6apangukoB CT mopossr no-
cToBepHO MeHbIne Ha 17,79 %, yem y OapaHYMKOB TT0O-
poasl MM. Kusas macca nocie otkopma y osen CT
MOPOABI TAKXKE JOCTOBEPHO MeHblie Ha 18,25 %, uem
y moponsl MM. V¥ osenr CT mopons! sxuBasi Macca 1e-
pen yooem Oblia JOCTOBEpHO MEHbIe Ha 18,22 %, yem
y oBerr nopoasl MM. XKupast macca nociie yoost osery CT
nopojs! yerymaeT Ha 19,39 % macce osert mopoast MM.
V¥V osenr CT mopojipl Macca KpOBH JIOCTOBEPHO MEHbIIIE
Ha 16,67 %, macca nepeaHeit U 3aHe KOHEUHOCTEH —
Ha 9 %, Macca mapHOM TyIIM M Macca MOMYTYIIM — Ha
19 %, uem y oen mopoasl MM. Ilo Macce BHyTpeHHETO
xupa CT nopona ycrymaer MM na 30,14 %. I1o Takum
MOp(OMETPHUYECKIM IOKa3aTesiM, KaK Kocas JJIFMHa
Tyl U mupuHa 3aaa, CT nopona 10CTOBEpPHO yCcTynaeT
MM Ha 5 %. IllupuHa 10MaTOK JOCTOBEPHO MEHBILE Y
oser] CT nopons! Ha 15,42 %, yem y opozas! oBery MM.
[yOuHa nskek, JUIMHA 3aHeH HOTH, JTMHA ISCTHOU
KOCTH, Macca MEYCHH, Macca CEJIC3EHKU MEXKITy CTaBPO-
MOJILCKOM MOPOJI0H U TOPOAON MaHBIYCKUIT MEPUHOC JI0-
CTOBEPHO HE OTINYAJIHCh.

BriBoabl

[Ipu cpaBHUTEIHHOM aHANU3E MPUKU3HEHHBIX IPO-
MEPOB TeJia Y OBEIl, CBSI3aHHBIX C MSICHOU MPOAYKTHBHO-
CThI0, OBLIO BBISIBJIICHO, YTO I10 BHICOTE B XOJIKE, BBICOTE
B KpecTie, MHUPUHE KPECTHa, KOCOH UIMHE TYJIOBHIIA,
IFpUHE TPYAU, 00XBATy TPYIH, 0OXBATy MSCTH OBIIBI MO-
poast MM npeBocxoast oBer; CT nmopoabl. Takxe ObL10
00HapyKEHO, 4TO OBIIBI TOPOABI MM MpeBOCXOAST OBEIl
CT mopojsl mo Macce MBIIIICUHOM TKAaHU U KOCTEH Tena,
a Takke emie Mo 18 MoppomMeTpruecKuM MoKa3aTesim.
Taxue MopdomeTprudeckue MoKa3aTeny, Kak Macca Tie-
YEeHU M CCIC3CHKH, JIJIMHA 3aHeH HOTH, JJIMHA TISICTHON
KOCTH, TIyOMHA IISDKEK, JOCTOBEPHO HE OTIUYAIHCH.
AHanu3 MophOMETpUUECKHUX TIOKa3areyell Teina U BHY-
TpeHHux opraHoB y oBer] CT moponbl U oBel MOPOJIBI
MM roBOpHT O TOM, 4TO OapaHUUKH Opoisl MM focTto-
BepHO IIpeBocxoAsaT OapandnkoB CT Opoasr 10 MHOTUM
MOp(HOMETPUYECKIM TIOKa3aTeNsIM Tella U BHYTPEHHUX
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Tabnmuma 2

CpaBHeHMe Beca KOCTHOJI OCHOBBI M MbIIIeYHOJ TKaHU Tela M KOHeYHOCTell y oBeIj
CTaBPOIONbCKOI MOPOABI M HOPOAbI MAHBIYCKUIT MEPMHOC

Table 2

Comparison of the weight of the skeletal framework and muscle tissue of the body and limbs of sheep
of Stavropol breed and breed Manychsky Merino

Mopdomerpudeckue mokasaresiu, Kr

CraBporoibckas mopoaa n=15

Manbrackuii MepuHOC N=15

Morphometric parameters, kg tavropol breed n=15 Manychsky Merino n=15 p
Eﬁﬁ?g;:fy%ng 1,95 + 0,08 2.22+0,06 0,007
Egg}’%ﬁg}fjﬁ?@g“a‘*" 1,70 + 0,07 1,95 + 0,05 0,008
Egg?gbﬁgm 0,25+ 0,01 0,27 = 0,02 0,113
{gﬁfe‘j";jgfirvoe rything 0,60 + 0,03 0,65 + 0,02 0,183
Lomer iog musetar e 0,34£0,02 0,36+0,02 0438
{gﬁfe‘;";e‘gfo"ne 0,26+ 0,01 0,29+ 0,01 0,136
Iél;j;;f’g’vgfyefh‘;ng 0,89 = 0,04 0,90 = 0,02 0,823
Iggg;;f;;;;;gﬁ;;gggaﬂb 0,59 + 0,04 0,56 + 0,02 0,392
Iélr’j;;fg’oﬁ(e’m 0,30 = 0,01 0,34 = 0,02 0,037
?g;fgg;ﬁy 33220 1,03 + 0,04 1,29 0,03 0,0001
?S&?‘iﬁ‘ﬁf&%‘éﬁ“ﬁi‘éﬂ?" TKaHb 0,78 + 0,03 0,97 + 0,03 0,0001
?OO;CH;;}}; KOCTH 0,26 + 0,02 0,31+ 0,03 0,090
I D o hing 2,69+0,13 3.29+0,07 0,0001
I h?g‘; sl s 1,84 0,12 2,24 40,07 0,007
I hye{;‘; bors” 0,85 + 0,03 1,05 + 0,03 0,0001
g;(z)onfleKear S erhing 0,85+ 0,03 1,00 0,02 0,001
g}?;';}d‘;arj MEIICUHAS, TKAH 0,71 = 0,03 0,82 % 0,02 0,005
g}?onffd?rﬁ KocTs 0,14+ 0,01 0,18+ 0,01 0,044
gf;;‘}gﬁeg‘v’e ryihing 0,62 + 0,03 0,73 + 0,02 0,002
Brachium mescutr ssume 0.4 £ 0,02 0,55 +0,02 0,0001
gfjj}gb‘;gcggne 0,19+ 0,01 0,19+ 0,01 0,961
ggffarfz“;fégizggg 0,36 + 0,02 0,41+ 0,01 0,002
Fovoarm, musscaltr toame 0,18 0,01 0,20+ 0,01 0,155
ngjaﬁfrf,‘*gg;qg"C“’ 0,17+ 0,01 0,21+ 0,01 0,001
}&L‘Z’}C S errhing 0,95 + 0,04 1,35+ 0,03 0,0001
%Je‘;’;( MBIIICUIA TKATE 0,59 + 0,02 0,90 + 0,02 0,0001
]%L‘Z’}C KocTs 0,36+ 0,02 0,44 + 0,03 0,039
Qbman Macca MAIIETHOA Tkarm 7,17 0,34 8,55+ 0,21 0,002
Obuwias Macca KoCTH 2,77 + 0,08 3,29+ 0,12 0,001

Total mass bone

Ipumeunanue: pasnuuus docmoseprol npu p < 0,05
Note: differences significant at p < 0.05
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Tabnuua 3

CpaBHeHMe MOp¢OMeTPIYECKUX OKa3aTe/leil Tela i BHYTPEHHUX OPTaHOB Y OBell] CTAaBPOIOIbCKOI IOPOMBI
¥ IOPObI MAHBIYCKMIT MEPMHOC

Table 3

Comparison of morphometric parameters of the body and internal organs in sheep
of Stavropol breed and breed Manychsky Merino

Mopdomerpuyeckue moxkasareian CraBpononbckas nopoaa n=15 Masnsrackuii MepaHOC n=15
Morphometric parameters Stavropol breed n=15 Manychsky Merino n=15 P

JKupasi macca niepes; OTKOPMOM, KT
Live weight before fattening, kg 46,05+ 1,48 54,24+ 0,80 0,0001
JKuBas macca mocie oTKopma, Kr
Live weight after fattening, kg 50,37+ 1,64 59,56 0,96 0,0001
JKusas macca nepen yooem, Kr
Live weight before slaughter, kg 48,93 + 1,60 57,85+ 0,93 0,0001
Macca kpoBH, KI
Mass of blood, kg 1,94 £ 0,06 2,26 £ 0,09 0,005
JKupas macca nocne y6os, Kr
Live weight after slaughter, kg 20,35 + 0,69 24,29 £0,46 0,0001
Macca nepeaHeil KOHEUHOCTH, KT
Mass of the front limb, kg 0,27 £ 0,01 0,29+ 0,01 0,008
Macca 3aaHei KOHEYHOCTH, KT 028+ 0.01 031 <001 0.002
Mass hindquarters, kg ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
Macca naproi Ty, kr 20,10 £ 0,68 23,97 +0,45 0,0001
Mass fresh carcass, kg
Macca nosyTyIiu, Ko
Half-carcass weight, kg 9,94 + 0,40 11,84 £0,25 0,0001
Macca BHYTpPEHHETO JKHpa, KT
Mass of internal fat, kg 0,24 +0,02 0,32+0,02 0,023
Macca nesenu, kr 0,74 % 0,03 0,67 % 0,02 0,090
Liver weight, kg
Macca ceneseHku, kr 0,15+ 0,01 0,12+0,01 0,104
Mass spleen, kg ’ ’ ’ ’ i
Kocas nmuna, cm
Oblique length, cm 86,27+ 0,76 90,93 + 0,63 0,0001
Jlnuna 3agHel Horu, cM
Tength of hind foot, cm 35,27 +0,43 36,07 £ 0,28 0,121
JInuHa msCTHOM KOCTH, CM
Length of the metacarpal bones, cm 14,53 0,22 14,13+ 0,30 0,279
Iupuna 3ana, cm
Widih of a back part, cm 23,20+ 0,39 24,40 + 0,30 0,019
[upuna nonartok, cmMm
Width shoulder. cm 16,87 £ 0,70 19,47 £ 0,14 0,002
['myOuHa JspKeK, M
Depth of thigh, em 18,93 +£ 0,43 19,33 +£0,19 0,394

IIpumeuanue: pasnuuus docmoseprvl npu p < 0,05
Note: differences significant at p < 0.05

opranoB. [lomyueHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl YKa3blBAalOT HA TO, IEPCIEKTHBHON B OTHOIICHHU CENIEKIIMOHHBIX PadOT 1O
YTO TOPOAa MAHBIUCKUI MEPHHOC SIBJISIETCS HamOoJee YITydIIeHHIO MACHOM MPOTYKTHBHOCTH.
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