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MMonynspHOCTb 34OPOBOr0 NUTaHUsS 0OOCHOBLIBAET UH-
TEPEC K KO3bEMY MOJIOKY CO CTOPOHbI notpebutenei 3a
CYET €r0 [AMeTMYeCKUX U nevebHO-NPOPMNAKTUYECKNX
CBOWCTB. B aTOM CBA3K BO3pacTaeT porib KO30BOAYECKOW
0Tpacnu B MOBbLILLEHNM BarioBOTO MPOW3BOACTBE MOJIOKA.
Mpu MpUMEHEHUN B XMBOTHOBOACTBE 9KOMOTMYECKA ui-
CTbIX 1 6e30macHbIX METOAOB MOBbILIEHNS NPOAYKTUBHO-
CTH (KOpMOBbIE MPO- U NPebUoTHKM) HEOOXOAUMO OLEHU-
BaTb kKa4eCTBO M Be3onacHOCTb Nonyyaemoin npoaykummn. B
paboTe M3yyeHo BnmMsHUE NPOBMOTNYECKMX NpenapaToB Ha
OCHOBE fakTobaumnn, npOnNMOHOBOKMCTIbIX OakTepuit 1
SHTEPOKOKKOB Ha XMMUYECKWA COCTaB, (PU3MKO-XUMUYEC-
ke mokasatenu U MMKPOBHYH 06CEMEHEHHOCTb MOoKa
k03 3aaHeHckoi nopodbl. C Lenbio OLEeHKN BIUSHUS Npo-
Brotuyecknx npenapatoB «[naHTapym» u «Llennobakre-
puH+» CHOPMUPOBAHO TpU TPYNMbl NAKTUPYIOLWMX KO3 B
BO3pacTe TpeTbel nakrauyun. Kool nepeoit (KOHTPOMNbHOM)
rpynnbl NONy4anu OCHOBHOW XO3AMCTBEHHbIN paLyoH. XKi-
BOTHbIE BTOPOIA (OMbITHO) rpynnbl B AOMOMHEHNE K OCHOB-
HOMY PpaLMOHy EXeAHEBHO Monyyann npobUoTMYECKUi
npenapat «lnaHtapym» (Lactobacillus plantarum, Propi-
onibacterium freudenreichii) n3 pacyeta 1 cm3 npenapata
Ha 1 Kr uBOi Maccbl B cyTki. Ko3bl TpeTben (onbITHON)
rPynnbl 4ONONHUTENBHO K PALMOHY EXedHEBHO nonyyanu
npobuotuyeckuint npenapat «LlennobakrepuH+y» (Entero-
coccus faecium) n3 pacyeta 1 r npenapata Ha 1 Kr KOH-
LIEHTPMPOBAHHbLIX KOPMOB paLMOHa Ha roroBy B CYTKW.
PesynbTaThl UCCNIEAOBaHWIA MOKa3anu, 4To UCMONb30BaHME
npobuoTuko «MnaHtapym» u «LlennobaktepuH+» cno-
co6CTBYET YBENMWYEHWIO MACCOBOM [ONU XMpa B MOIIOKE,
COOTBETCTBEHHO, Ha 16,9% (P<0,05) n 18,7% (P<0,05)

h 4

OTHOCUTENBHO KOHTpONS. peBocxofcTBO MO KOHLEHTpa-
Umm 6enka B monoke Ha 20,9-23,0% Hap KOHTPOMbHLIMM
3HaveHuamm (P<0,05) ycTaHOBNEHO Npu BHECEHUM B paLy-
OH K03 npobuoTuka «lnaHTapymy». Mcnonb3oBaHne gaHHo-
ro npenapata cnocobCTBYeT MOBbLILLEHUIO YPOBHS TUTPYeE-
MOW KCMOTHOCTW Moroka Ha 8,4-9,2% (P<0,05). YcTaHos-
NEH OTCPOYEHHBIN MPONOHIMPOBaHHbIN 3GhHEKT OT ckapM-
N1BaHUs NpenapaTos.

Keywords: feeding, milk goats, Saanen goats, probiot-
ics, Plantarum probiotic product, Cellobacterint probiotic
product, physico-chemical indices, microbiological indices,
Lactobacillus plantarum, Propionibacterium freudenreichi,
Enterococcus faecium.

The popularity of healthy nutrition justifies the interest in
goat milk on the part of consumers due to its dietary and
therapeutic and preventive properties. In this regard, the
importance of the goat breeding industry in milk production
is increasing to create a wide variety of valuable and high-
quality food products. When using ecologically clean and
safe methods of increasing productivity (pro- and prebiot-
ics) in animal husbandry, it is necessary to evaluate the
quality of the products obtained which is reflected in physi-
co-chemical and microbiological indices. This paper studies
the effect of probiotic products based on lactobacilli, propi-
onic bacteria and enterococci on the chemical composition
and some physico-chemical parameters of milk of Saanen
goats. To evaluate the effect of probiotic products Planta-
rum and Cellobacterin+, three groups of comparable lactat-
ing goats at the age of the third lactation were formed. The
goats of the 1st (control) group received the standard farm
diet. The standard diet of the 2nd (trial) group was daily
supplemented by the probiotic product Plantarum (Lacto-
bacillus plantarum, Propionibacterium freudenreichii) in a
dose of 1 cm3 of the product per 1 kg of live weight per day.
The goats of the 3rd (trial) group in addition to the diet re-
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ceived the probiotic product Cellobacterint (Enterococcus
faecium) daily in a dose of 1 g per 1 kg of concentrated
feed of the diet per head per day. The research findings
showed that the use of probiotics Plantarum and Cellobac-
terint contributed to the increase of fat weight percentage
in milk - by 16.9% (P < 0.05) and 18.7% (P < 0.05), respec-
tively, as compared to the control. The superiority regard-

ing protein content in milk by 20.9-23.0% over the control
values (P < 0.05) was found when the Plantarum probiotic
was added to the diet. The use of this probiotic product
contributes to increased titrated acidity of milk by 8.4-9.2%
(P < 0.05). A delayed prolonged effect of feeding the probi-
otics was found.
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BeegeHue

PocT noTpebutensckoro cnpoca Ha NpoAyKLmMIO
U3 KO3bero mMosoka B Poccun cnocobeTByeT NHTeH-
CUMKaLmMK pasBUTHS MOSIOMHOTO Ko30BoAcTBea [1].
lMocTynaTenbHoe pasBMTME OTPaChy, HaleneHHoe
Ha MoJlyYeHne kavecTBeHHOW W BesomacHoi npo-
AYKUMM NPU COXpaHEHUM MPOLYKTUBHOTO AONrone-
TUS XKWUBOTHbIX, HEBO3MOXHO 6e3 opraHusauum
cbanaHcMpoBaHHOMO 1 GMONOMMYeCcKN NOSTHOLEHHO-
ro KOpMMeHMs Menkoro poratoro ckota [2]. Cospe-
MEHHbIM TPEHAOM B KOPMEHUM CEMbCKOXO35M-
CTBEHHbIX XWBOTHbIX CTAHOBUTCS WCMONb30BaHWe
BMONOrMYECcKN akTUBHBIX M 3KONOTUYECKM YMCThIX
npenapaToB, B 4aCTHOCTW, MPOBMOTWKOB, CMOCO6-
CTBYHOLUMX OMNTUMM3ALMM NULLEBAPEHUS W POCTY
YCBOEHWS| OpraHM3MOM NUTATEMNbHbIX BELLECTB
kopMa [3]. MoBbIWeHME NPOAYKTUBHBLIX MOKasaTe-
neit B KO30BOACTBE TECHO CBSA3aHO C OLIEHKOW Ka-
4ecTBa nonyvyaemon npoayKummK, KOTOPOE XapakTe-
PU3YeTCs  XMMWYECKAM  COCTaBOM,  (pU3MKO-
XMMUYECKMU U MUKPOBMONOTMYECKUMI NoKasaTe-
namu, onpeaenswowmmn ee bezonacHoctb 1 6mo-
NOrNYeCKy0 NOMHOLEHHOCTb [4].

Llenb uccnenoBaHMn — YCTaHOBWTb BMMSHME
NpobnoTUYECKNX NpenapaToB Ha OCHOBe NakToba-
LWnA, NPOMUOHOBOKUCITBbIX BakTepuin U 3HTEPOKOK-
KOB Ha XMMWYECKMIA COCTaB, (PU3NKO-XUMNYECKME U
MUKPOBMOIOTMYEeCKMe NokasaTenn Monoka Ko3 3aa-
HEHCKOW Nopoabl.

06beKkTbl M MeToAbI
MccnegoBaHus npoBefeHbl Ha KO3ax 3aaHeH-
ckon nopogpl B nepuog naktauum (KOX «OceHHee
nogsopbey, r. bapHayn Anramckoro kpasi, 2021 r.).
MeTozoM nap-aHanoros CHopMuUpoBaHbl 3 rpynnbl

naktupytowwmx ko3 (n=10) B BospacTe TpeTbe nak-
TaUumM C Y4eTOM XmBon Macchl (45,0-51,5 kr) n mo-
NIOYHON NPOAYKTMBHOCTM KMBOTHBLIX 3a Mpeablay-
LLyro nakTaumo (594-612 r).

Kosbl nepBoit (KOHTPONLHOW) rpynnbl NOnyYany
OCHOBHOW XO3SIMCTBEHHbIN PaLMOH, NpeacTaBreH-
HblA CEHOM Pa3HOTPaBHbIM W CMECHIO KOHLIEHTpU-
POBaHHbIX KOPMOB (POXb, OBEC, FOPOXOBasi Myka,
OTPYOW MWEHNYHbIE, XMbIX MNOACOHEYHUKOBBIN).
YKMBOTHbIE BTOPOW (OMbITHOW) rpynMbl B LONOMHE-
HWe K OCHOBHOMY paLMOHy nonyyanu npobuotuye-
ckun npenapat «[lnantapym» (®FBHY «PAHLIAY,
r. bapHayn), copgepxawmin 1x108  KOE/cm3
Lactobacillus  plantarum wn  1x107  KOE/cm3
Propionibacterium freudenreichii, n3 pacyeta 1 cm?
npenapara Ha 1 Kr XuBoi mMaccbl B cyTku. [pobuo-
TUK B KUOKOM BUAE €XEeAHEBHO BBOAWIM B KOHLIEH-
TPUpOBaHHble KopMma. Ko3bl TpeTber (OnbITHOM)
rpynnbl AONOMHUTENBHO K PaLMOHY €XeaHEeBHO no-
nyyvanu npobuotudeckuit npenapat «Llennobakre-
puH+» (000 «Buotpod», r. CankT-MeTepbypr),
cogepxalymin Enterococcus faecium 1-35 B konu-
yecTBe 1x107 KOE/r, u3 pacyeta 1 r npenaparta Ha
1 KI' KOHLEHTPUPOBAHHbIX KOPMOB paLMOHa Ha ro-
nosy B cyTku. lMNepuog ckapmnneaHus npobuoTnye-
Ckux npenapatoB cocTasun 30 gHew, nocne KoTo-
pOro XMBOTHbIE OblNM NepeBefeHbl Ha OCHOBHOM
PaLMOH [0 KOHLiA Hay4YHO-X035IMCTBEHHOTO OMbITa.

KayectBo Monoka ko3 onpegensnu B TeyeHue
120 gHein ¢ vHTepsanom B 30 AHEN: Ha Ha4ano uc-
CnefjoBaHWA [0 CKapMnvBaHus npenapatoB (dho-
HOBO€ 3HayeHue), nocrne 30 AHen ckapmrMBaHus U
B TeyeHue 60 gHeit nocrne ux OTMeHbI (OLEeHKa BO3-
MOXHOrO MPOMOHIMPOBAHHOTO encTeus). duanko-
XMMUYECKNE 1 MUKPOBMOMOrMyeckue nokasaTenu
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Mosioka ouexusany B ®IBHY «PAHLA» (r. bapHa-
yn AnTaickoro Kpas) ¢ MCrosnb30BaHNEM 3KCnpece-
aHanusatopa «Milkoscan FT-120» (FOSS Electic,
[anus) n B cootsetcTBum ¢ MP 2.3.2.2327-08. Mo-
noko cobupanu OT KaXaoro XWBOTHOTO WHAMBMAY-
anbHoO (419 MUKPOGMONOTMYECKUX UCCREA0BaHNN —
B CTEPUINBLHYIO Tapy) 1 xpaHumu npu 4+2°C go mo-
MeHTa uCnbiTaHui. onyyeHHbIn maTepuan obpa-
BoTaH CTaTUCTUYECKMMM METOAAMM B MPOrPaMMHO
cpepe Microsoft Excel. Pasnuuna mexgy nokasa-
TENAMU rPYNN XKUBOTHBIX CYUTANIUCL CTATUCTUYECKM
3Ha4yuMbIMmK npu P<0,05.

—&— 1 rpynna

Maceosan AonA wupa (%)

---G---- 2 rpynna

PesynbTaThl uccnenoBaHuii U ux obeyxaeHune
B nepsble 60 gHen OT Hayana ckapmMBaHus
KMBOTHbIM MPOBKUOTUYECKMX NpenapaToB He Obino
YCTAHOBMEHO JOCTOBEPHbIX MEXPYNMOBLIX pasnu-
YW N0 COAEPXaHMIO Xupa B Monoke ko3 (puc. 1). K
KOHLY TpeTbero Mecsija MCcriefoBaHW CKapMmu-
BaHue [lnaHTapyma o6ecneynno CcTaTuCTU4eCKM
3Ha4MMoe yBenmyeHne MaccoBoi oMM Xupa B MO-
noke Ha 16,9% (P=0,018), Lienno6akTrepuHa+ — Ha
18,7% (P=0,006) (BCe OTHOCUTENBLHO rPYNMbl KOH-
Tpons).

— £ —-3rpynna

Mecay

Puc. 1. JuHamuka codepxaHusi )upa 8 MOJIOKe KO3 N0 2pynnam

[MOBbILLEHMEe MACCOBOW [ONW XMpa B MOJIOKE
XMBOTHBIX MPU  UCMOMNb30BaHUM  NPOBUOTUYECKMX
npenapaTtoB 06YyCNoOBMEHO Npexae BCEro OnTUMMU-
3aumen npoueccos pybuoBoro nuwesapenus. Mpo-
BuoTnyeckass Mukpodpriopa cnocobCTByeT ycune-
HAK pocTa W LENonouTUYECcKon aKTUBHOCTM
MWUKPOOPraHnamMoB pybua ¥ MHTEHCUMBHOMY pac-
LEeNNEeHNo KneTyatkm ¢ obpa3oBaHMeM YKCYCHOM
KWUCIOTbI, Y4aCTBYIOLLEN B CUHTE3E MOIOYHOTO XU-
pa [5, 6]. MNonyyeHHble HaMK JaHHbIE COrnacylTCs
C pesynbTatamu psiga UcCrefoBaHui, CBUOETENb-
CTBYHLUMX O MOBbILEHAN KOHLEHTpaLMM Xupa B
MOJIOKe 3aaHeHCKkuX ko3 Ha 11,7% npu ckapmnusa-
HWM nmpenapaTa Ha ocHoBe Enterococcus faecalis
[7] v B uccnenoBaHUsX Ha MOMECHBIX 3aaHEHCKUX X
KPEONMbCKMX  KO3aX, MONyYaBLUMX  KOMMIEKCHbIN
npenapat Lactobacillus reuteri, Lactobacillus
alimentarius, Bifidobacterium bifidum w Enterococ-
cus faecium (poct nokasatens Ha 9,4-14,5%) [8].
BeepneHve «LlennobaktepuHat» B pauMOH KOpOB,
HaNpoTWB, He OKa3blBAET 3HAYMMOrO BIMAHUS Ha
cofepxaHue xupa B monoke [9].

CTumynupoBaHue MWKPOBHOW aKTMBHOCTW B
pybLe KBauyHbIX COMPOBOXAAETCH BCACblBaHWEM
aMmmaka [6] n ycuneHuem MoOrmoweHns asota B
TOHKOM OTAene KuweyHuka osely u ko3 [10], uto
pe3ynbTupyeTcs B NOBbILLEHUM MeTabonnama ben-
KOBbIX COEMHEHUI B OpraH13Me 1 B POCTE KOHLEH-
Tpauun Gernka B MOMOKE XMBOTHbIX [7]. B Hawei
paboTe XMBOTHbIE, NOMyYaBLUMe NpenapaT Ha OC-
HoBe Lactobacillus plantarum w Propionibacterium
freudenreichii, k 60-My OHIO 3KCMEepUMEHTa Xapak-
TEpNU30BannCh HanbonbLLM YpoBHEM benka B Mo-
noke — 3,63%, npeBbilwas nokasaTtenb KOHTPOSMb-
Hom rpynnbl Ha 25,2% (P=0,013) (puc. 2). K koHuy
TPETLErO MECALA XWBOTHblE AAHHOM rpynnbl Npu
MaccoBoit gone 6enka B monoke 3,75% npeBocxo-
AWK KOHTPOMbHbIX Ha 22,9% (P=0,007) n aHano-
roB Tpetbeit rpynnoi — Ha 10,6% (P>0,05). Co-
rmacHo apyrum uccnegosanuam [11], ucnonb3osa-
HMe MOHOBMOHOrO npenaparta  «Jlakrobauunmny
obecneunBaeT noBbIlEHWe KOHLEHTpauun benka B
monoke Ha 11,0% (P<0,05).

[oBbILIEHNE YPOBHS Ka3euHa W CbIBOPOTOYHBIX
BenkoB B MOJOKe K03, NofyqaBLUmMX MnaHTapym, K
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KOHTPONbHbIM daHHbIM Ha 19,5-20,8% (P<0,05)
0TMeYaeTcs BO BTOPOM-TPETbEM MecsLax OnbiTa
(tabn. 2). OTCpoYEHHbI BO BpeMeHM 3GhhekT OT
NPUMEHEHNS NPOBUOTHKOB, OTMEYEHHbIN B paboTe,
XapaktepeH Ans GonblMHCTBA NPOBMOTUYECKNX

—&—1rpynna

3,8

3,6

Maccosana gona Genka (%)
w
=

Puc. 2. QuHamuka codepxaHus 6eslka @ MOJIOKe KO3 NO 2pynnam

=-43--- 2 rpynna

npenapaToB, aKTUBHOCTb KOTOPbIX HOCUT BpPEeMeH-
Hbll XapakTep, W BBEAEHHble TakuMm 06pa3om
LUTaMMbl MUKPOOPraHM3MOB BbICTPO 3aMeLLaroTcs
cnyyanHon Mukpodnopon [12].

— ¥ =3 rpynna

-
-
-
-

Mecay,

— —— —
———

Tabnuya 2
JuHamuka xumu4ecko20 cocmaea u (hu3UKO-XUMUYECKUX Nnoka3amesiell MOJTOKa KO3
8 nepuod npumeHeHus1 npobuomuyeckux npenapamos (M+SD, n=10)
Mokasatens Mepwog, ['pynna Xu1BOTHbIX
Mec. 1-51 (KOHTPOIb) 2-9 3-4
0 (choH)* 2,5040,09 2,5340,15 2,46+0,15
Maccosas o Kaseuka 1** 2,3240,10 2,5840,18 2,36+0,12
2 2,3540,188 2,840,104 2,69+0,0748
3 2,4140,158 2,8840,11A 2,67£0,1748
0 0,5740,05 0,69+0,06 0,74+0,08
MaccoBas onst CbIBOPOTOUHbIX 6enkoB 1 0,71£0,05 0.7840,07 067+0,07
2 0,5540,068 0,79+0,064 0,70£0,0748
3 0,64+0,048 0,87+0,084 0,72+0,0548
0 8,33£0,40 8,66+0,41 8,69+0,46
1 8,2940,38 8,70+0,30 8,2340,36
Maccosas gons COMO 2 8472047 9,1540,53 8,8120,49
3 8,44+0,52 9,2340,48 8,86+0,35
0 5,01£0,19 4,92+0,26 4,84+0,27
Maccosasi 4ons naKTossi 1 4,7140,20 4,78+0,26 4,62+0,26
2 4,97+0,23 4,93+0,19 4,80+0,23
3 4,8110,21 4,89+0,18 4,8940,27
0 14,43+0,15 14,02+0,25 14,1140,15
KIGIIOTHOCTS. OT 1 15,7110,06 15,9940,19 15,4340,23
’ 2 15,2540,20¢ 16,5340,18A 15,8940,248
3 16,09+0,128 17,57+0,20A 15,99+0,188
0 1025,9+9,6 1028,548,6 1027,944,2
MNOTHOCTS. K/ 1 1027,7£3,4 1029,746,6 1026,646,0
’ 2 1028,746,7 1031,847,5 1028,848,9
3 1029,5+7,8 1030,6+1,5 1029,947,6

MpumeyaHue. 0* — 4o NpUMEHeHNst NPOBKUOTIKOB, 1** — nocne NpUMeHeHUs NPOBUOTUKOB. Pasnnyns 3Ha4YeHU BENNYMH
C pasHbIMW HaacTpouHbIMM BykBamu A, B, C B npeaenax OfHOI CTPOKM CYMTANUCL CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMbBIMK MpK

P<0,05.
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KncnoTHoCcTb mMoroka Haxogunach B AMHaMuKe
BO BCEX Ipynnax XMBOTHbIX: HAMBOIbLUNA YPOBEHb
nokasatens (17,6£0,20°T) Bbin 4OCTUHYT Ha doHe
NpUMeHeHNs cumbuoTyeckoro npenapara «lnak-
Tapym»: BO BTOPOM U TPETbEM MECSLE TUTpyeMas
KMCNOTHOCTb Moroka 6Obina Bbiwe Ha 4,0-8,4%
(P<0,05) n 9,2-9,9% (P<0,001) oTHoCUTENBHO AaH-
HbIX ApYyrux rpynn. POCT KUCMOTHOCTM Mbl 06bsC-
HSIEM MOBbILLEHWEM KOHLEHTpaLuu 6enka B MOMOKe
[13] kak pesynbTat ycuneHus benkosoro obMeHa B
OpraHu3Me XUBOTHbIX B OTBET Ha AeWCTBME Mpo-
BuoTnyeckux npenapatoB [14]. 3HauMmbIX pasnu-
4u NO ApYruM PU3MKO-XMMUYECKUM MOKa3aTensm
MOJOKa B MEXTPYNNOBOM acnekTe YCTaHOBNEHO He
Bbino.

MpoBUOTUKM Ha OCHOBE MPOMMOHOBOKUCHBIX W
naktobakTepun CHWXaKT MUKPOBHYK oBceMeHeH-

HOCTb MOJIOKa BCNEACTBIE MOBLILLEHHOW aHTaroHm-
CTUYECKOI aKTUBHOCTU B OTHOLLEHWUW NATOTEHHbIX W
YCNOBHO-NATOrEHHbIX MUKpoopraHuamos [15]. Uk-
mbupylowas akTuBHoCTb Lactobacillus plantarum
pokasaHa [16] B  OTHOLWeHWM  LUTAMMOB
Staphylococcus aureus, Escherichia coli, Bacillus
cereus, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Vibrio cholerae
W Opyrux natoreHoB. [JaHHble COBCTBEHHbIX MUKPO-
Bronoruyecknx uccnegoBaHuin Monoka (tabn. 3)
NOATBEPXOAIOT €ro COOTBETCTBUE YCTAHOBIIEHHbIM
HopMaTuBHbIM TpebosaHuam (FTOCT 32940). Mo-
criefHee [JaeT OCHOBaHWe YTBepXAaTb, YTO MC-
nonb3oBaHne npobuoTtukos «MnaHtapym» n «Len-
nobakTepnH+» B KOPMIEHUN NAKTUPYIOLLMX KO3 He
NOBbILLIAET MUKPOBMONOrMYECKMX PUCKOB B OTHO-
LIEHWM CbIPOro KO3bEero Mosioka.

Tabnuua 3

Hunamuxka KMA®AHM monoka ko3 8 nepuod npumeHeHusi npobuomuyeckux npenapamos (n=3)

lNokasatenb lNepwop, mec I pynna XMBOTHAIX
PYIOR, MEC. 1 (KOHTpONb) 2 3
0 (cpoH)* 1,0x104 2,0x104 1,0x104
(i 4.1x103 3,0x102 6,1x103
3 ) ) )
KMA®AHM, KOE/cw 2 1,6x10° 2,2x108 5,8x10°
3 1,2x103 1,0x103 2,4x103

3aknioyeHue

YBenuyeHne MaccoBOil [ONM Xupa B MOJIOKE
ko3 Ha 16,9-18,7% (P<0,05), a Takke MaccoBoW
ponu Benka Ha 20,9-23,0% (P<0,05) moxeT GbiTh
acCcoLMMpOBaHO C NO3UTUBHLIM BRMSHWEM NPobno-
TukoB «[lnaHtapym» u «Lennobakrepu+» Ha
MUKpoGMoM pybua 1 ynyyleHnem nuwieBapuTenb-
HbIX NPOLECCOB B OPraHun3Me XWBOTHbIX OMbITHbIX
rpynn. [oBbILLEHWe TUTPYEMOWN KUCTIOTHOCTW MOSO-
ka Ha 8,4-9,2% (P<0,05), koppenupyoLei ¢ KOH-
ueHTpaumen Genka B npogykte (r=0,94), pnoctura-
eTCA NPUMEHEHWEM CUMBMOTUYECKOro npenapata
«MnaHTapym» Ha ocHoBe Lactobacillus plantarum w
Propionibacterium freudenreichii. Monoko, nony-
YeHHOE B Nepuog ckapMIMBaHus ko3am npobuoTy-
Yeckux npenapaTtoB, OTBevaeT Kputepusm 6uono-
rmyeckoir GesonacHocTi no obuiemy MUKpoBHOMY
yncny, He npesbliwas ypoHst B 6,1x103 KOE/cmd. B
paboTe YCTAHOBMEH OTCPOYEHHbIA MPOMOHIMPO-
BaHHbIM 3PEKT OT CKapMmrMBaHUs npenapaTos:
MOBbILLIEHNE KAYECTBEHHbIX MOKasaTenien MOMoKa
KMBOTHbIX B CTATUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMOM BbIPAKEHUN
(UKCMpyeTCs KO BTOPOMY-TPETbeMy Mecsly C
Hayana gauu NpobrUOTUKOB KO3aM.
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AN®OEPEHLNANBHO-AUATHOCTUHECKME, MOP®ONOIMYECKUE KPUTEPUN OLIEHKK
WHTPAOKYNAPHbIX HOBOOBPA3OBAHWW Y COBAK U KOLLEK

DIFFERENTIAL DIAGNOSTIC AND MORPHOLOGICAL CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING
INTRAOCULAR NEOPLASMS IN DOGS AND CATS

Knioyesbie cnosa: cobaka, Kowka, H0800bpa3osa-
Hue, anas, pempobynbbapHoe NPOCMPaHCMBO, KOHbIOHK-
muea, 8eK0, MefnaHoMa, capkoma, OnyxoJib.

MHTpaOKyﬂHprle onyxonu y XuBOTHbIX ABNAOTCA OT-
HOCUTENBbHO pPeaKUMK HOBOO6pa3OBaHI/IFIMVI, BCTpe4varTcA
KaK 3roKa4yecTBeHHbIE, TaK U J0OPOKAYECTBEHHbIE OMYXO-
neBble npoLeccyl. Y cobak yallle BCEro Mbl CTankmBaemcs
C MUIMEHTUPOBAHHbIMW MenaHoMaMu, pexe C MroCcKoKne-
TOYHbIM PaKoOM M CapkOMamm HesiCHOro oeHoTuna. Y Ko-
LEK CaMOI YaCTON UHTPAOKYNSPHOM OHKONAaTUeN ABNSETCA
menaHoma. OHM MOryT pa3BMBATLCS KaK Y MOXMMbIX Ku-
BOTHbIX, TaK M JXMBOTHbIX MNafllieid BO3PACTHOM rpynmbl.
KaHLeporeHe3 WHTPaoKynspHbIX OHKOMaTWIA BKMOYaeT B
cebs aHOoreHHble 1 3K30reHHble dakTopbl. TeyeHune 3abo-
NeBaHMs 3aBUCUT OT CTaZMKM OHKOMpoLecca U Mopgonoru-
YEeckoil CTeneHM 3rokavectBeHHocTn (Grade), HO vaule
BCEr0 WHTPAOKYNSIPHbIE OHKONOMMYeckue 3aboneBaHus

BbISIBMIAKOTCS HA PaHHWX CTAaMsX, YTO MPUBOAMT K Graro-
MPUSTHOMY MPOTHO3Yy W XOpOLUEMy OTBETY Ha NieyebHble
MPOTOKOMbI. B cTaThe MpepcTaBneHbl pesynbTaThl UCCne-
[I0BaHWS MHHOBALMOHHbIX METOAOB AMarHoOCTUKW B OCh-
TanbMONIOrMM U OHKOMOMM: OCOBEHHOCTM pacnpocTpaHe-
HUSI, (haKTOpbl PUCKA BO3HUKHOBEHWUS U Pa3BUTUS WHTPa-
OKYMSIPHbIX ~ HOBOODpA30BaHWi,,  OMMUCaHa  KIMHUKO-
Mopdonoruyeckasi kapTuHa naTonorui ras y KUBOTHBIX,
BApUaHTbl KMMHWYECKNX MPOSIBNIEHUA M CMMNTOMOB Ha
Pa3NUYHbIX CTAAMSAX OHKOMOMAYECKOro MpOLecca, a Takke
BO3MOXHasi MPepaCcoNOKEHHOCTb  HEKOTOPbIX  MOPOS,
cobak 1 Kolek. PaccMOTpeHbl BO3MOXHbIE MPUYMHBI KaH-
LieporeHe3a rnasHblx MaTonori, aTMONaToreHe3 KoTopbIX
BKNoYaeT B cebsi psg (hakTopoB, a Takke BO3MOXHOCTU
WHHOBALIMOHHBIX METOAOB AMArHOCTMKM, Takux Kak MarHmT-
HO-PE30HAHCHasi U KOMMbIOTEPHAs TOMOrpachusi, MOMHOE
ochtansmMudeckoe 06crefoBaHe ¢ NPUMEHEHUEM COBpe-
MEeHHOro odhTanbmuyeckoro obopynosaHus. Mpeacrasne-
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