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lMprMeHeHe npobMOTUYECKUX MpenapaToB SBISETCA
BaXHbIM HarnpaBneHneM COBPEMEHHOM KOHLENUMM KOpM-
NEHNs CenNbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHBIX XMBOTHbIX. Hu3kas pesyns-
TATUBHOCTb MPUMEHEHWST HEKOTOPBIX MPOOMOTMKOB XBau-
HbIM XMBOTHbIM, Bbl3BaHHas HE3(GEKTUBHBIM Nog60pom
MOHO- 1 MONWBUAOBLIX NPOBMOTUYECKMX KOMNO3WLMIA Ge3
y4eTa KucnoToobpasyroLei u aHTUMUKPOOHO aKTUBHOCTM
OTAEMbHbIX LITaMMOB MWKPOOPraHM3MOB B COCTaBe Mnpe-
napata, NOCMyXWna OCHOBaHWEM Ans MpoBedeHust cob-
CTBEHHbIX WCCMEAOBaHUA C LEMb0 W3YYEHUS BRMSHUS
npobMOTUKOB Ha OCHOBE NakTOGALMNN, NPOMMOHOBOKUC-
NbIX MWKPOOPraHM3MOB W SHTEPOKOKKOB Ha MOMOYHYHO
NPOAYKTUBHOCTb KO3 3aaHeHckon nopogabl. Copmuposa-
Hbl 3 rpynnbl ko3 (n=10): 1-a rpynna nomny4yana OCHOBHOW
XO3SMCTBEHHbIN PALMOH; 2-i rpynne B AOMNOMHEHWE K pa-
LMOHY exeaHeBHO faBanu npobuoTuk MnaHTapym, copep-
xawmin  1x108  KOE/em3  Lactobacillus ~ plantarum w
1x107 KOE/cm? Propionibacterium freudenreichii, na pacde-
Ta 1 cm3 npenapata Ha 1 Kr XMBOW MacChl B CyTKM;
3- rpynna JONOMHUTENBHO K PaLMOHy eXeOHEBHO Momy-
yana npobuoTuyecknidi npenapat  «LlennobaktepuHty,
cogepxawmn Enterococcus faecium 1-35 B Kkonuuectse
1x107 KOE/r, u3 pacyeta 1 r npenapata Ha 1 Kr KOHLEH-
TPUPOBAHHBIX KOPMOB paLyoHa Ha 1 ron. B cyTku. Mepuog
ckapmnuBaHua npenapatos coctasun 30 AHew, mpogon-
XUTenbHOCTb onbiTa 120 gHen. YCTaHOBNEHO, YTO npuMe-
HeHve npobuoTuka MnaHTapym NPUBOLWT K MOBBILIEHMIO
MecsyHoro yaost Ha 5-13%, npobuotuka LiennobaktepuH+
— Ha 23-33% (P<0,05) k ypoBHIO MoKasaTens XWBOTHbIX
KOHTpONMbHOW rpynnbl. Mcnomnb3oBaHue NpoBUOTUMYECKMX
npenapaToB CHWXaeT 3aTpaTbl CyXOro BeLLecTBa KOPMOB
Ha CuHTe3 Moroka (B nepecyeTe Ha 4% XUPHOCTb) Ha 7 1
32% (P<0,05) cooTBeTcTBEHHO. OTMEYAETCA NPONOHIMPO-

BaHHbIA 3dhbekT ApencTBus npenapata  «Llennobakte-
PUH+Y» B T€YeHMe 2 MEC. NOCNe NpeKpaLeHus ero ckapm-
N1BaHus.

Keywords: feeding, lactating goats, Saanen goat
breed, probiotics, premix with probiotic, milk production,
feed conversion, Lactobacillus plantarum, Propionibacte-
rium freudenreichii, Enterococcus faecium.

The use of probiotic products is an important direction of
the modern concept of farm animal nutrition. The low effec-
tiveness of using some probiotics in ruminants caused by the
ineffective selection of monospecific and polyspecific probiotic
compositions without taking into account the acid-forming and
antimicrobial activity of individual strains of microorganisms in
the composition of the preparation served as the basis for
conducting our own research to study the effect of probiotics
based on lactobacilli and propionic acid microorganisms and
enterococci on the milk productivity of Saanen goats. Three
groups of goats were formed (n = 10): goats of the first group
received the standard farm diet; in the second group, in addi-
tion to the diet, the animals daily received Plantarum probiotic
product containing 1 x 108 CFU per cm? Lactobacillus planta-
rumand 1 x 107 CFU c¢m3 Propionibacterium freudenreichii, in
adose of 1 cm3 of the probiotic per 1 kg of live weight per day;
in the third group, in addition to the diet, the goats daily re-
ceived the probiotic product Cellobacterin+ containing Entero-
coccus faecium 1-35 in the amount of 1 x 107 CFU g, at a
dose of 1 g of the product per 1 kg of concentrated feed diet
per head per day. The probiotic drugs were fed for 30 days;
the experiment lasted 120 days. It has been found that the use
of the probiotic product Plantarum increases monthly milk yield
by 5-13%; probiotic Cellobacterin+ - by 23-33% (P < 0.05) as
compared to that of the control group. The use of probiotic
products reduces the consumption of feed dry matter for milk
synthesis (in terms of 4% butterfat content) by 7% and 32% (P
<0.05), respectively. There is a prolonged effect of the product
Cellobacterin + for two months after the end of its feeding.
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BBepeHue

CoBpeMeHHast KOHLeNUUs KOPMIeHUs CenbCKo-
XO35IMCTBEHHbIX JKMBOTHbIX, npuHaTas B 2004-
2005 rr. EBponeiickum Coto30M, OCHOBaHa Ha OTKa-
3€ OT WCMONMb30BaHNS KOPMOBbLIX aHTMOMOTMKOB B
nonb3y 6e3onacHbix 1 3EKTUBHBIX anbTepHATKB,
TaKUX Kak npobuoTukm n utobrotukm. Mexanuam
BO3AENCTBMS AaHHbIX NpenapaToB Ha OpraHuam
XMBOTHbIX CBSI3aH C aHTUMMUKPOOHBLIM 3cpdhekToM 1
C Hopmanusauuen npoueccoB nuwesapenus [1].
lMpuMeHeHne npPOGMOTUKOB KBAYHbIM KMBOTHBIM
HaLleNeHo Ha HopManu3aLyio NpoLeccoB pyBLOBOM
bepmeHTauuK, rmasHeIM 0Bpa3oM Ha BOCCTaHOB-
neHne MUKpoBHOro coobLiecTsa, MOBbILEHWE Me-
PEBApUMOCTA KOPMOB ¥ CTabunu3aumio ypoBHs
aKTUBHOW KUCMOTHOCTW COAEPXMMOro pybua [2, 3].

K HacTosiLemy BpeMeHu JoKasaHo, YTO npume-
HeHne npoBuOTMKOB B Ka4ecTBe [06aBOK K pauuo-
HaM KO3 OKa3blBaeT MO3UTMBHOE BNUSHWE Ha Ypo-
BEHb MOMOYHON NPOLYKTUBHOCTU W KA4eCTBO MOIO-
ka. B paHee nmpoBefeHHbIX uccneaoBaHusx [4-6]
ObINo NokasaHo, YTO KO3bl, NONy4YaBLUME NPOBUOTH-
KW, YBENUYWNN CYTOYHble YAOM U KOHLEHTpaLuuio
CYXVX BELLECTB MOMOKA Ha (HOHE CHUKEHMUS YPOBHS!
ero ateporeHHocTu. Mpueogatcs aaxHble [7, 8] 06
OTCYTCTBUW 3HAYMMOTO BMSHUS MPOBUOTUYECKIX
npenapaToB Ha MOJOYHYK NPOLYKTMBHOCTbL U NO-
TpebneHme KOpMOB ko3amu. 3avyacTyl Takom pe-
3ynbTaT SABNSETCA CneacTBMEM He3dhEKTUBHOIO
nopbopa MOHO- WM NOMMBMAOBLIX MPOBMOTUYECKMX
komno3uuuin 6e3 yyeta kucnotoobpasyrowein 1 aH-
TUMUKPOBHOM aKTMBHOCTM OTAEMbHbIX LITAMMOB
MWKPOOPraHn3mMoB B cocTase npenapara. locnes-
Hee ykasblBaeT Ha HeoOXOAMMOCTb MpOBEAEHMs
CPaBHUTENbHbLIX MCCNEAOBaHUA MO WU3y4eHWo 3d-
(DEKTUBHOCTW MPUMEHEHWSI Pa3NNYHbIX NPOBUOTY-
KOB B paLMOHaX NakTUPYHOLLMX KO3.

OcHoBy pabouyer runoTesbl HalmMx uccnegosa-
HWI COCTaBWUNO NONOXeHWe O BraronpusTHOM BO3-
[ENCTBUM NpoBUOTUYECKMX NpenapaToB Ha HOpMa-
NM3aumi0 MUKPOBMOLIEHO3a KMLWIEYHMKA W NOBbILLE-
HWE PE3NCTEHTHOCTU OpraHM3Ma XMBOTHbIX, U3 KO-
TOPOro CnegyeT, YTO CkapMnvBaHue npobuoTUKOB

AOMKHO COAENCTBOBATb WMHTEHCUMMKALMM OOMEH-
HbIX NPOLECCOB, W, KaK CneacTBUe, CTUMYNMPOBaTb
POCT MPOLYKTUBHBIX MOKasaTenen XMBOTHbIX [9,
10].

Llenb paboTbl — ycTaHOBUTL BrMsHWE Npobuo-
TUYECKUX NpenapaTtoB Ha OCHOBe nakrobaumnn,
NPOMMOHOBOKUCILIX MUKPOOPraHU3MOB M 3HTEpO-
KOKKOB Ha MOMOYHYI0 NPOAYKTUBHOCTb KO3 3aaHeH-
CKOW Nopoapb!.

O6beKkTbl U MeTOAbI

ViccnenoBaHus npoBedeHbl Ha Ko3ax 3aaHeH-
ckomn nopogpl B nepuog naktauum (KX «OceHHee
nogsopbey, r. bapHayn Antanckun kpai, 2021 r.).
MeTogom nap-aHanoros ChopMMPOBaHbI TpU rpyn-
Nbl NakTupytowmx ko3 (n=10) B Bo3pacTe TpeTben
nakrauuu. YXueoTHble nogobpaHbl C y4eTOM MO-
MIOYHON NPOLYKTUBHOCTM 3a NpeablayLLylo nakTa-
Lo (60319,2 kr) u xmBoit Maccel (47,8+2,7 k).

Kosbl nepBoii (KOHTPONLHOW) rpynMbl NOnyYany
OCHOBHOW XO3SIMCTBEHHbIN PALMOH, NpeacTaBIieH-
HbI CEHOM Pa3HOTPaBHbLIM, CMECbH) KOHLEHTPUPO-
BaHHbIX KOPMOB (POXb, OBEC, FOPOXOBas Myka, OT-
pyou MLEHWYHble, XMbIX MOACOMHEYHUKOBBIN).
YKMBOTHbIM BTOPOWN (OMbITHOW) rpynnbl B JOMOSHE-
HMEe K OCHOBHOMY paLMOHYy eXeOHEBHO [AaBarnu
npobuoTyeckuin npenapar «lnaHtapym» (OrEHY
®AHLIA, r. BapHayn), cogepxatmin 1x108 KOE/cm3
Lactobacillus  plantarum wn  1x107  KOE/cm3
Propionibacterium freudenreichii, n3 pacyeta 1 cm?
npenapata Ha 1 Kr X1BOM Macchl B CyTKu. [pobuo-
TUK B XXWMOKOM BMAE €XEAHEBHO BBOAWIN B KOHLEH-
TPUPOBaHHbIE KOpPMa MyTeM a3p030MbHOr0 pachbl-
NeHus ¢ nocneayoLM nepemeLLmmBaHuem.

Kosbl TpeTbem (OMbITHOW) rpynnbl AONONHATENb-
HO K paLMOHy eXeAHEeBHO nomnyyanu npobuotnye-
ckun npenapat «LennobakrepuH+» (OO0 «Buo-
Tpod», r. CankT-lNeTepbypr), copepxawynin Entero-
coccus faecium 1-35 B konnyectse 1x107 KOE/r, u3
pacyeTta 1 r npenaparta Ha 1 Kr KOHLEHTPUPOBaH-
HbIX KOPMOB pauuoHa Ha 1 ron. B cyTku. [lepuog
CKapMInMBaHus npobMOTMYECKUX NpenapaToB Xu-
BOTHbIM OMbITHBIX rpynn coctasun 30 kanexpap-
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HbIX JHeW, nocne KOTOporo Ko3bl BCeX rpynn Gbinn
nepeBefeHbl Ha OCHOBHOW PaLMOH A0 KOHLA Hayu-
HO-XO03A1CTBEHHOTO OnbITa.

CYTOYHbIN yOOW MOJIOKa OT KaXAoro KMBOTHOTO
yautbiBanu Ha 30-e, 60-e, 90-e n 120-e cyT. KOH-
TPOMbHOW JOWKOW, CYMMapHY0 MPOAYKTUBHOCTL 3a
Kaabl MeCsL, nakTauum onpesensnm pacyeTHbIM
nyTem. 3aTpaTbl Cyxoro BelecTBa KOPMOB Ha Mo-
nyyeHne 1 K MONoKa ONpeaensanu pacyeTHbIM Me-
TOAOM. [onyyeHHbIn MaTepuan obpabotaH cTaTu-
CTUYECKUMM MeToaMu B NPOrpaMMHON  cpefe
Microsoft Excel. Pasnuuus mexgy nokasatensmu
rPYNN XUBOTHBIX CYMTANIUCL CTATUCTUYECKN 3HAYM-
MbIMu nipu P<0,05.

PesynbTaTbl uccnegoBaHuin U UX 006CyXaeHMe

B xoge onbiTa 6binM BbISBIEHLI HEKOTOPbIE
pasnuMuus B xapakTepe noefaeMocT KOPMOB C
npobuoTYeckMn npenapatamm U KOPMOB OCHOB-
HOMO  XO3SICTBEHHOTO pauuoHa. lccnepoBaHus
nokasanu MomHyto NoefaemMocTb KOHLEHTPUPOBAH-
HbIX KOPMOB B KOHTPOISIbHOW W TPETbEN OMbITHOM
rpynnax u 96%-Hyt noeaaeMocTb B rpynne ¢ npo-
Buotkom [InaHTapym BCReACcTBUE YBINAXKHEHMUS
kopMa. Ha MOMEHT popMMpOBaHUS rpynn exeme-
CSYHbIE YAOW XWBOTHBIX HAaXOAMNMCb B Npegenax
44 1-47,0 kr/mec. 1 HEe NMenK 3HAYUMbIX MEXTpyn-
noBbix pasnuuui (P>0,05). PesynbTtathl yyeTa mMo-
NOYHOW NpogykTMBHOCTM nocne 30 gHewn ckapmu-
BaHMs NPOBMOTHKOB KO3am BTOPOM 1 TPETLEM rpynn
AEMOHCTPUPOBAN TEHAEHLMIO K YBENUYEHUIO Me-
cAYHbIX HapoeB Ha 9,9 n 30,6% COOTBETCTBEHHO K
CpeaHeMy nokasaTesilo XWBOTHBIX KOHTPOSbHOW
rpynnel (P>0,05) (puc. 1).

105
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CpeaHemecAYHbI ya,0H (Kr)

lrpynna -------

CTaTUCTUYeCKN 3HAYUMbIE Pa3nNnuus  Mexay
NepBOi 1 TPETbEN OMbITHBIMIA FPyNNaMn XUBOTHBIX
Habntoganucb, HaunHas ¢ 60-ro gHsa aKkcnepuMeHTa
nocne OTMeHbl Aaqn NPobMOTMYECKNX NpenapaTos.
OT K03 BTOPOW rpynmbl Ha POHE NPUMEHEHUS NPO-
BuoTuka lMnaHTapym K KOHLY BTOPOro Mecsua aKC-
nepuMeHTa nony4veHo 64,1 kr moroka, 4to Ha 5,1%
BblLUe nokasaTens B koHTpone (P>0,05). Ckapmnu-
BaHue npobuoTtuka LiennobaktepuH+ B TOT e ne-
puoa COAEMCTBOBANO POCTY MECSYHOrO yAOs Ha
31,8% K ypoBHio npoLunoro Mecsya u Ha 33,0% — K
YPOBHIO KOHTpOnbHOW rpynnbl (P=0,045).

Mo3nTBHOE BIUSIHUE NPOBGMOTUKOB Ha MOJIOY-
HYI0 NPOAYKTUBHOCTb COXPAHWUIIOCH B TPETUM U YeT-
BEPTbIN MeCALbl KCEPUMEHTA, YTO MOXET yKasbl-
BaTb Ha CyLLECTBOBAHWE NPOSIOHTMPOBAHHOMO Aen-
cteus npobuoTukos cnycts 60 u 90 aHen nocne mx
OTMEHbI: NMPEBOCXOACTBO XWUBOTHbIX, MOMyYaBLUMX
npenapart «lnaHTapym», Hag KOHTPONeM CoCTaBu-
no 11,3-13,5% (P>0,05). Ucnonb3osaHue Llenro-
BakTepuHa+ B 9TOT Xe nepuog obecneunno ysenu-
YeHue ynosa ko3 Ha 23,3-35,5% Kk nokasateno B
koHTpornbHou rpynne (P=0,029 n P=0,014).

OTMeYEHO CHWXEHNE YO0eB MOMOKA Y KO3 BCEX
rpynn no uToraMm 4eTBepToro Mmecsua nocre Ao-
CTUXEHWS MWKa NakTauuW, YTo B NOMHOM Mepe Co-
rmnacyetcs C HOPManbHOM NaKTaLMOHHOW KPUBOW
[11]. OgHako y XMBOTHbIX, NONYYaBLUMX B TEYEHUE
30 aHen npobuoTuyeckue npenapatbl, MageHue
NPOAYKTUBHOCTM BbINO MEeHee 3HaYUTENbHbIM, YEM
Yy aHasoroB B KOHTpOMbHOW rpynne. CHuxeHne me-
CSYHOro yaos B nepsoit rpynne coctasuno 19,4%,
B0 BTopon — 17,8, B TpeTbeit — 11,4% K ypoBHIO
npegplayLLero mecaua.

2rpynna — — —=3rpynna

2 3 4

Mecay, sKcnepumeHTa

Puc. 1. luHamuka cpedHemecsiyHbIX yO0e8 KO3 N0 2pynnam, K2
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PocT MOMOYHOW NPOZYKTMBHOCTW KO3 MpU MC-
Nonb30BaHMM NPOBUOTIKOB BOMBLUMHCTBO aBTOPOB
00DBACHSET NPOAYLMPOBAHUEM MPOBUOTUYECKUMM
MWUKpPOOPraHu3mMami  BELLECTB, CroCOBCTBYHOLMX
pacLLensieHnto, NepeBapuBaHNI0 1 YCBOEHWMIO KOM-
NOHEHTOB kopMma [5, 7, 12]. PaHee [4] 6bino noka-
3aHO, YTO MpUMEHeHWe npobuoTuka Ha ocHoBe E.
faecium copencTByeT NOBLILLEHWIO CYTOYHOTO YAOS!
ko3 Ha 3,8%. ConocTaBuMble pesynbTaTbl Nony4e-

1,9
---0---1rpynna

3aTpaTbl CX0ro Bel,ecTsa KOPMOB Ha 1 Kr
4% moA0Ka (Kr)

— O~ — 2 rpynna

Hbl MPWU WCMbITaHUM NPOBUOTUYECKOTO NpenapaTa
[13], copepxalyero P. freudenreichii v L. plantarum:
npuMeHeHne npobuoTuka crnocobeTByeT yBenu4e-
HWKO CYTOYHOrO Y08 ko3 Ha 3,3%.

PaccuntaHbl 3aTpaTbl CyXOro BeLLecTBa KOpMo-
BbIX PALMOHOB Ha CWMHTE3 MOMOKA, CKOPPEKTMpO-
BaHHOrO Mo Xupy. Pe3ynbTaTbl OTpaxeHbl Ha pu-
CYHKe 2.

—O— 3 rpynna

Mecay sKkcn EPUMEHTA

Puc. 2. JuHamuka 3ampam cyxo20 eewecmea KopmMa Ha cuHme3 1 ke 4%-H020 MONOKa, k2

Ha npoTshkeHun BCero nepuoga aKcnepumeHTa
Hanbonbluve 3aTpaTbl CyXOro BeLlecTBa KOPMOB,
noLlefWwunx Ha MosydeHre MOomoka, Obln B KOH-
TPONbHOW rpynne XUBOTHbIX. YCpeAHeHHas Benu-
YMHa JaHHOro mokasatens 3a 3 mecsua uccnego-
BaHUM B KOHTpone coctasuna 1,44 kr/1 kr Monoka,
yT0 Ha 6,7% (P>0,05) n 31,6% (P<0,05) 6eino, co-
OTBETCTBEHHO, BbILIE MO CPABHEHWIO CO BTOPOH U
TpeTbe rpynnamu. Takum o6pasom, nokasaHo, YTo
ckapmnuBaHue npenapata  «LlennobaktepuH+y
cogencTeyeT 6onee 3ghEKTUBHOMY WCMONb30Ba-
HMIO KOPMOB paLMOHa Ha nonyyeHne monoka. Cxo-
Xue pesynbTaTbl MOSTy4eHbl B WUCCEO0BaHUSX
3.H. Makap [6] Ha nakTMpyIoLLMX KO3ax: BBe4EHWE B
paLMoH NpobroTKa NO3UTUBHO MOBUSNIO HA NpPO-
AYKUMIO MOJIOKA Ha hOHE CHUXEHMS 3aTpaT CyXoro
BeLLecTBa KOPMOB.

3aknyeHue
B pabote ycTaHOBNEH OTCPOYEHHBIN NPOMOHIY-
POBaHHbIN 3(hEKT OT CKapMMBaHWs NpobuoTunye-
ckoro npenapata «Lennobakrepun+y» (E. faecium
1-35) nakTMpyloWMM KO3aM 3aaHEHCKOW Mopoppbl:
MOBbILLEHWE MOMOYHON NPOZYKTUBHOCTU Ha 33-35%

(P<0,05) otmeyaetca Ha 60-90- geHb ¢ Havana
ckapmnuBaHusa npobuoTtuka. MpumeHeHne npobuo-
TUKa CHWXaeT 3aTpaTbl Cyxoro BellecTBa KOPMOB
Ha cuHTe3 moroka (B nepecyete Ha 4%-Hy Xup-
HocTb) Ha 32% (P<0,05).

Bubnuorpaduyeckuin cnucok

1. OUTOBMOTUKM B KOPMMEHWM CEeNbCKOXO3SM-
CTBeHHbIX %1BOTHbIX / O. A. BarHo, O. H. lNpoxo-
pos, C. A. LLesueHko [n ap.]. — TekcT: Henocpea-
CTBeHHbIN // CenbCkoxo3sanCcTBEHHas Guonorus. —
2018. — T. 53, Ne 4. — C. 687-697. — DOI:
10.15389/agrobiology.2018.4.687rus.

2. Yoon |K., Stern M.D. (1995). Influence of di-
rect-fed microbials on ruminal microbial fermenta-
tion and performance of ruminants: A review. Asian-
Australasian  Journal  of  Animal  Sciences.
8: 533-555.

3. TakcoHoMuyeckass ¥ (DYHKUMOHaNbHas Xa-
PaKTEPUCTMKA MMKPOOMOTbI pybua naKkTUpyroLwmx
KOpOB NoA BnusHWeM npobuotuka Liennobaktepm-
Ha+ / E. A. Mbingbipbim, T. 10. Nantes, 1. A. Unbu-
Ha [n Ap.]. — TekcT: HenocpeacTBeHHbIN /| Cenb-
ckoxossincTBeHHas ouonorus. — 2020. — T. 55, Ne 6.

BecTHuk AnTanickoro rocyAapCTBEHHOro arpapHoro yHmeepcuteta Ne 4 (210), 2022



BETEPMHAPUA U 300TEXHUA

- C. 1204-1219. - DOI 10.15389/agrobiology.
2020.6.1204rus.

4. Ma Z., Cheng Y., Wang S., et al. (2020).
Positive effects of dietary supplementation of three
probiotics on milk yield, milk composition and intes-
tinal flora in Sannan dairy goats varied in kind of
probiotics. Journal of Animal Physiology and Animal
Nutrition. 104: 44-55. DOI: 10.1111/jpn.13226.

5. Apas AL, Arena M.E., Colombo S., et al.
(2013). Probiotic administration modifies the milk
fatty acid profile, intestinal morphology, and intesti-
nal fatty acid profile of goats. Journal of Dairy Sci-
ence. 98 (1): 47-54. DOI: 10.3168/jds.2013-7805.

6. Makap, 3. H. BrusHue npobuoTnyeckoro
npenapata pekoMOWHaHTHbIX nakTobauunn ¢ re-
HOM comaTtonubepuHa Ha MOMOYHYK MPOAYKTWB-
HOCTb Yy k03 1 kopoB / 3. H. Makap. — TekcT: Heno-
cpeacTBeHHbIN // Mpobnems! Buonorum npoayKTuB-
HbIX XMBOTHbIX. — 2013. = Ne 1. — C. 30-38.

7. Kumar M., Dutta T., Chaturvedi I. (2016). Ef-
fect of probiotics supplementation on live weight in
lactating Barbari goats. Journal of Biological Sci-
ences and Medicine. 2 (3): 24-30.

8. Salvedia C., Supangco E., Vega R, et al.
(2015). Effect of probiotic feeding on milk yield and
components of crossbred dairy goats. Philippine
Journal of Veterinary and Animal Sciences. 41 (1):
21-30.

9. Adjei-Fremah S., Ekwemalor K., Salam M.W.
(2018). Probiotics and Ruminant Health. Probiotics
— Current Knowledge and Future Prospects. Lon-
don: IntechOpen: 133-150. DOI:
10.5772/intechopen.72846.

10. AdpaHacbeBa, A. W. BnnsHue npobuoTtuka
«BeTtom 4.24» Ha BOCMPOM3BOAUTENBHYIO CMOCO6-
HocTb oBuemartok / A. U. AcbaHacbesa, B. A. Capbl-
yes, C. . KatamaHoB. — TeKCT: HenoCpPeACTBEHHbIN
/I OBUplI, KO3bI, WepcTaHoe geno. — 2019. — Ne 2. —
C. 43-45.

11. Arnal M., Robert-Grani¢ C., Larroque H.
(2018). Diversity of dairy goat lactation curves in
France. Journal of Dairy Science. 101: 1-12. DOI:
10.3168/jds.2018-14980.

12. Funk I.A., Vladimirov N.I., Kravchenko A.P.,
et al. (2021). Dairy goats productivity using the pro-
biotic preparation "Plantarum" in the diet. /OP Conf.
Series: Earth and Environmental Science. 723:
022012. DOI: 10.1088/1755-1315/723/2/022012.

13. OyHk, W. A. BrinsHue pasHbix 4o3 npobuo-
TUYECKOro npenapata Ha MOMOYHYI MPOAYKTUB-
HOCTb KO3 B TUMe 3aaHeHckoit nopogbl / U. A. OyHk,
H. N. BnagummpoB. — TeKCT: HeNnoCcpeaCTBEHHbIN //

BecTHuk AnTaiickoro rocyaapCTBEHHOMO arpapHoro
yHusepcuteta. — 2020. — Ne 7 (189). — C. 83-87.

References

1. Bagno, O.A. Fitobiotiki v kormlenii selskokho-
ziaistvennykh zhivotnykh / O.A. Bagno, O.N. Pro-
khorov, S.A. Shevchenko [i dr] // Selskokho-
ziaistvennaia biologiia. — 2018. — T. 53, No. 4. -
S. 687-697. DOI:  10.15389/agrobiology.
2018.4.687rus.

2. Yoon |LK., Stern M.D. (1995). Influence of di-
rect-fed microbials on ruminal microbial fermenta-
tion and performance of ruminants: A review. Asian-
Australasian  Journal  of  Animal  Sciences.
8: 533-555.

3. lyldyrym, E.A. Taksonomicheskaia i funk-
tsionalnaia kharakteristika mikrobioty rubtsa lak-
tiruiushchikh ~ korov  pod vliianiem  probiotika
Tsellobakterina+ / E.A. lyldyrym, G.lu. Laptev,
L.A. llina [i dr.] // Selskokhoziaistvennaia biologiia. —
2020. - T. 55, No. 6. — S. 1204-1219. DOI:
10.15389/agrobiology.2020.6.1204rus.

4. Ma Z., Cheng Y., Wang S., et al. (2020).
Positive effects of dietary supplementation of three
probiotics on milk yield, milk composition and intes-
tinal flora in Sannan dairy goats varied in kind of
probiotics. Journal of Animal Physiology and Animal
Nutrition. 104: 44-55. DOI: 10.1111/jpn.13226.

5. Apas AL., Arena M.E., Colombo S., et al.
(2013). Probiotic administration modifies the milk
fatty acid profile, intestinal morphology, and intesti-
nal fatty acid profile of goats. Journal of Dairy Sci-
ence. 98 (1): 47-54. DOI: 10.3168/jds.2013-7805.

6. Makar, Z.N. Vliianie probioticheskogo
preparata rekombinantnykh laktobatsill s genom
somatoliberina na molochnuiu produktivnost u koz i
korov / Z.N. Makar // Problemy biologii produk-
tivnykh zhivotnykh. — 2013. — No. 1. - S. 30-38.

7. Kumar M., Dutta T., Chaturvedi I. (2016). Ef-
fect of probiotics supplementation on live weight in
lactating Barbari goats. Journal of Biological Sci-
ences and Medicine. 2 (3): 24-30.

8. Salvedia C., Supangco E., Vega R, et al.
(2015). Effect of probiotic feeding on milk yield and
components of crossbred dairy goats. Philippine
Journal of Veterinary and Animal Sciences. 41 (1):
21-30.

9. Adjei-Fremah S., Ekwemalor K., Salam M.W.
(2018). Probiotics and Ruminant Health. Probiotics
- Current Knowledge and Future Prospects. Lon-
don: IntechOpen: 133-150. DOI:
10.5772/intechopen.72846.

BecTHuk AnTaiickoro rocyaapCcTBeHHOro arpapHoro yHuBepcuteta Ne 4 (210), 2022



BETEPUHAPUA U 300TEXHUA

10. Afanaseva, A.l. Vliianie probiotika "Vetom
4.24" na vosproizvoditelnuiu sposobnost ovtsema-
tok / A.l. Afanaseva, V.A. Sarychev, S.G. Kata-
manov // Ovtsy, kozy, sherstianoe delo. — 2019. -
No. 2. - S. 43-45.

11. Arnal M., Robert-Granié C., Larroque H.
(2018). Diversity of dairy goat lactation curves in
France. Journal of Dairy Science. 101: 1-12. DOI:
10.3168/jds.2018-14980.

12. Funk |.A., Vladimirov N.l., Kravchenko A.P.,
et al. (2021). Dairy goats productivity using the pro-
biotic preparation "Plantarum" in the diet. /OP Conf.
Series: Earth and Environmental Science. 723:
022012. DOI: 10.1088/1755-1315/723/2/022012.

13. Funk, LA. Vliianie raznykh doz probiotich-
eskogo preparata na molochnuiu produktivnost koz
v tipe zaanenskoi porody / I.A. Funk, N.I. Vladimirov
Il Vestnik Altaiskogo gosudarstvennogo agrarnogo
universiteta. — 2020. — No. 7 (189). — S. 83-87.

Paboma ebinonHeHa npu ¢huHaHcosol noo-
depxke MuHucmepcmea cenbcko20 xosslicmea
Poccutickoli ®edepayuu 8 pamkax meMamu4ecKo20
nnaHa Hay4yHo-uccnedosamenbckux pabom ®r60y
BO «Anmalickuli 2ocydapcmeeHHbIll a2papHbIiil
yHuUgepcumemsy (pe2ucmpayuoHHbIl HOMep MeMbl
121091300072-2).
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UCNOJNIb3OBAHUE ANIbTEPHATUBHbIX KOPMOBBIX NMPOAYKTOB B MTULIEBOACTBE

USE OF ALTERNATIVE FEED PRODUCTS IN POULTRY FARMING

Knroueenie cmosa: nmuuyegodcmeo, su4yHas npodyk-
mueHOCMb, MOPEOIO2UYECKUE NOKa3amenu KypuHo20
atiya, kopmogas dobaska.

B ycnosusix HWL| GesonacHocT W 3dhheKTUBHOCTH
kopmoB n gobasok PrbOY BO Bonrorpaackuii FAY Bbina
npoBeaeHa Ceprsi Hay4HO-X03ANCTBEHHbIX OMbITOB MO U3Y-
YEeHMI0 anbTepHATUBHLIX KOPMOBBIX NPOAYKTOB Ha MpOAYK-
TUBHblEe MOKa3aTenu NTuubl AMdHOro kpocca Hysex Brown:
U3yyeHne BIMAHMS aHTUCTpeccoBoi aobasku Feed-Food
Magic Antistress Mix (nepBbIn onbIT), UCCnefoBaHWe Mo
U3y4eHno 3 HEKTMBHOCTM UCNONB30BaHUA 3epHa MNioNuHa
B3aMeH COM NOMHOXUPHOW B paLMoHax kKyp-Hecyluek (BTo-
POW OMbIT), HAYYHO-XO3ANCTBEHHBIN OMbIT MO UCMONL30Ba-
HUIO MWHepanbHoro komnnekca «Asanna Xpom 1000»

(TpeTuin onbIT). BKMoYeHWE B paLMOH ANLEHOCKON NTULb
pobasku Feed-Food Magic Antistress Mix cnocobcTeoBano
MOBBILLEHWNID COXPAHHOCTK noromnosbs ¢ 96,8% (KOHTpOMb-
Has rpynna) o 99,2% (onbiTHas rpynna), yBenuyeHuio
NPOU3BOACTBA NULIEBBLIX WL ¢ 322,6 LWT. (KOHTpONbHas
rpynna) go 329,1 wrt. (onbiTHas rpynna), CpeaHen Macchl
auy ¢ 63,51 r (koHTponbHas rpynna) go 64,98 r (onbiTHas
rpynna). YactuyHas 3ameHa COM MONHOXUPHOA Ha 3epHO
MIoNMHa  cnocobCTBYeT MOBLILIEHWIO SMLIEHOCKOCTU Kyp-
HecyLek Ha 3,1%, YBENMYEHNO CpeaHern Macchl NULLEBOrO
Aiua Ha 1,23%. Vicnonb3oBaHue MUHEPanbHOrO KOMMIeK-
ca «Asaitna Xpom 1000» no3sonuno ynyyiinTb SLeHoc-
KOCTb Kyp-Hecyllek Ha 3,0%, CHU3UTb KONM4YeCcTBO «60s»
anua Ha 2,0%, 4to cnocobeTBYET MOBLILLEHMIO SKOHOMM-
4yeckomn 3GhhEKTUBHOCTM OTPACHM NTULEBOACTBA.
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