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AHHOTanms. B kagecTBe aypTepHATHBBI aHTUMUKPOOHBIM IIpenapaTraM B HACTOSAIIEE BPeMs IIMPOKO HC-
HOJB3YIOTCA (PUTOOHOTHKH KaK CAMOCTOSITENILHO, TaK M B KOMIUIEKCE C JPYTUMH aKTHBHBIMH BEIIECTBa-
Mmu. OZHaKO COBMECTHOE JIeHICTBHE aHHBIX MPENapaToB HA OPraHW3M MOXET HECTH KaK MO3UTHBHOE, TaK
¥ HEeraTUBHOE BIHsHUE. B Hamel paboTe n3y4eHsl 0COOCHHOCTH 0OMEHAa XMMHUECKHX 3JIEMEHTOB B Opra-
HHU3ME HCcienyeMol NTHIB! (LIBIUIATa-0poiiaeps! Kpocca «ApOop-Aiikpec») NMpH BBEACHHUH B PalnoH
npoOnoTHyeckoro mramma Bifidobacterium lungum ¢ pacTUTENbHBIM 3KCTpakToM. L{prmurdra kak KoH-
TPOJILHOM, TaK U ONBITHBIX TPYII COJEpKaIUCh Ha 6a30BOM auere, | rpynmna JOMOJHUTENBHO K 6a30BOMY
paIoHy nojydaia npoouoTHudeckuii mramma Bifidobacterium longum B no3uposke 0,7 mi/kr kopMma, I1 —
coBMecTHOe BBenieHue Bifidobacterium longum n pacTUTENBHBIA SKCTPAKT KOPHI Ay0a B TO3MPOBKE 2 MII/KT
KopMa. Ha ocHOBaHMH MOJTy4eHHBIX Pe3yJbTaTOB OTMEYEHO, YTO BBEJCHUE B PallMOH Opoiinepam mpoduo-
THYECKOTO IITaMMa B YHCTOM BHJE U B KOMIUIEKCE C PAaCTUTEIHHBIM CTPAKTOM OKAa3bIBAET BIIMSHHE Ha
BBIBEZICHUE OOJIBIIMHCTBA TOKCHYHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB M3 OpraHmsMa. Tak, B I rpymnie oTHOCHTETbHO KOHTPOJIS
JIOCTOBEPHO CHIDKAJICS YPOBEHB OJIOBA M CBHHIIA Oonee, yeM B 2 pasa (P<0,001), TokcHUHBIC 2T€MEHTHI —
Al, Cd, Hg, numenu crabuibHble 3HaueHus. Bo 11 onbITHOI rpymiie 0TMEYeHO TOCTOBEpHOE CHIKEHHUE all-
JIOMUHUS, CBHHIIA 1 oJioBa Ha 52,7 %, 51,5 u Ha 69,0 % (P<0,001) cooTBeTCTBEHHO, OTHOCUTEIHHO KOH-
Tpons KoMIulekCHOe HCIONb30BaHME MPOOMOTHYECKOTO W PACTUTENBHOTO IPENnapaToB CIIOCOOCTBYET
HAKOIUICHHIO B TeJIe MTHIBI MaKPO3IEMEHTOB M 3CCEHIMANbHBIX MUKpOdIeMeHToB — As, B, Cu, Ni, Se, V
1 Zn. OneHka MOp(OIOTHIECKOT0 U OMOXMMHUYECKOT0 aHaJM30B KPOBU YKa3bIBae€T Ha BapHaOeIbHOCTh
JAHHBIX IMOKa3arenedl B mpezaenax (U3MOJIOTHUECKON HOPMBI, ¢ TEHACHIMEH CHHXXEHUS MHTEHCUBHOCTH
JUTIUIHOTO OOMEeHa U MeTaboau3Ma (epMEHTOB Ha (POHE YBETUYCHHUS YIJIEBOJHOTO U MHHEPAIBHOTO 00-
MEHOB.

KuaioueBsbie ciaoBa: nplmista-0poiiiaepsl, KopmiieHHe, poduotuueckuii npenapat Cos-6ughudym, pacti-
TENBHBIM 3KCTPAKT, JIEMEHTHBIH 00MEH, TOKCUYHBIE 3JIEMEHTHI, MOP(HOIOrHIEeCKUil aHanu3, OHOXUMHUYe-
CKUW aHaIu3.
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Summary. Phytobiotics as an alternative to antimicrobial drugs are widely used both independently and in
combination with other active substances. However, the combined effect of these drugs on the body can
have both positive and negative effects. In our work, we have studied the features of the exchange of
chemical elements in the body of the studied bird (Arbor Acres cross) with the introduction of Bifidobac-
terium longum probiotic strain with a plant extract into the diet. Chickens of both the control and experi-
mental groups were kept on a basic diet, group I, in addition to the basic diet, received a probiotic strain of
Bifidobacterium longum at a dosage of 0.7 ml / kg of feed, Il - co-administration of Bifidobacterium
longum and a vegetable extract of oak bark at a dosage of 2 ml / kg of feed. On the basis of the results ob-
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tained, it was noted that the introduction of a probiotic strain in pure form and in combination with plant
extract into the diet of broilers affects the elimination of most toxic elements from the body. So, in group I relative
to the control, the level of tin and lead significantly decreased more than 2 times (P<0.001), toxic elements
- Al, Cd, Hg, had stable values. In experimental group II, there was a significant decrease in aluminum,
lead and tin by 52.7%, 51.5 and 69.0% (P<0.001), respectively, relative to the control. Complex use of
probiotic and herbal preparations contributes to the accumulation of macroelements and essential micro-
elements - As, B, Cu, Ni, Se, V and Zn. Evaluation of morphological and biochemical blood tests indi-
cates the variability of these indicators within the physiological standard, with a tendency to decrease the
intensity of lipid metabolism and enzyme metabolism against the background of an increase in carbohy-
drate and mineral metabolism.

Key words: broiler chickens, feeding, probiotic preparation Soy-bifidum, plant extract, elemental metabo-
lism, toxic elements, morphological analysis, biochemical analysis.

BBenenue.

KopMoBbIe aHTHOMOTHKY OKAa3bIBAIOT HEMOCPEACTBEHHOE BIMSHUEC HA MUKPOOHOIICHO3 XKETy104-
HO-KHUIIIEYHOT'O TPAKTa CEIbCKOXO3SHUCTBEHHOM NTHUIIBI, KaK PE3YJIbTAT — YBEIMUCHHUE TATOTCHHBIX MUKPO-
OPraHu3MOB M YTHETEHHE MUKPO(MIOPH! KUIIICYHUKA, BCJICICTBUE BCETO 3TOIO Pa3BUBACTCS aHTHOMOTHUKO-
yCTOIUMBOCTB. B 3TOM citydae mpoOHOTHKH paccMaTpUBAIOTCS KaK HEOThEMJIEMBIIl KOMIIOHEHT (hapMaKo-
JIOTUYECKOTO 00ecIeyeHus] MPOMBIIIIEHHOTO JKWBOTHOBOACTBa M mTHIeBojacTBa (Wegener HC, 2003;
Gheisar MM and Kim IH, 2018; Hao H et al.,2014).

B nacrosmee BpeMsi MEPCIEKTUBHBIM SIBISIETCS IPUMEHEHHE PACTUTEIBHBIX IKCTPAKTOB B KOM-
IUIeKce ¢ MPOOMOTHYECKUMH TpenapaTaMy, OKa3bIBAIOMINX CTHMYIHpYIOIIeE BIMSHHE HA TEUYCHUE 00-
MEHHBIX IPOIIECCOB B OpraHu3Me M o0jajarommx aHTUMHUKPOOHBIM 3ddekTom (Jeroch H et al., 2009).
Hcnonp3oBanne GUTOOMOTHKOB B OTPACIIN KUBOTHOBOJCTBA, B TOM YHCJIE U NMTUIEBOJACTBE, IIOKA3BIBACT
WX TIOJOXXHUTENBHOE BIUSHUE HA POCT W Pa3BUTUE NMTHUIIBI U KUBOTHBIX, YIYUIICHUE U YBEIUICHUE MTOITY-
gaeMoil MPOAYKIUK ¥ OTCYTCTBHE HETATHUBHOTO BIUSHUS HA TIPOIECCHl METa0OIM3MA.

B nrumeBoacTBe Xoporiei anbTepHATHBON aHTHOMOTHKAM MHUKPOOHOTO MPOUCXOXKICHUS U TOp-
MOHAJBHBIM CTHMYJIATOPAM POCTa paccMmarpuBarotcs ¢uronpobuoruku (Delaquis PJ et al., 2002), onu
OKa3bIBAIOT CTHUMYJIMPYIONICE BIUSHHE HA BHIPAOOTKY SHIOTCHHBIX (PEPMEHTOB, YIyYIIAIOT IEepeBapu-
MOCTh MUTATEIBHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB KOpMa W YJYYIIAIOT YCBOSHHE MUTATEIBHBIX BEHIeCTB. Bxomsamiume B
COCTaB PACTUTENIBHBIX KCTPAKTOB (pUTOOMOTHUECKHE KOMIIOHEHTHI, Hapsay ¢ aHTUMHUKPOOHBIMHU CBOIi-
CTBaMH, 00JIaZal0T CIOCOOHOCTHIO CTUMYJIUPOBATh MUIIEBAPUTENBHBIC MIPOIECCHI, YIYUIIAlOT MOTpedie-
HUE U JIOCTYITHOCTh MHUTATEIFHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB KOPMa, YTO BEJET K YBEIHMUCHHUIO MPOAYKTUBHOCTH JKH-
BoTHbIX (Hukomaes C.B u ap., 2009). CoBMeCTHOE UCIIOJIB30BaHUE ITPOOMOTHYSCKHUX IITAMMOB U PaCTH-
TENBbHBIX KOHIIEHTPATOB OKAa3bIBACT IOJIOKUTEIFHOE BIUSHHE HAa MOJOYHYIO NMPOIYKTUBHOCTH B KHBOT-
HoBojicTBe (Hekpacos P.B. u mp., 2012), ynyumaer Mopdoioruueckie U OMOXUMUYECKUE TOKa3aTeNn
KpoBH y Kyp-Hecymiek (Komarova ZB et al., 2011), moBbimaercs siiinieHockocTh (Okosenosa T.M. u nip.,
2014). B pabore Upadhaya SD ¢ coaBTopamu (2016) npencraBieHbl JaHHBIC O MOJIOKHTESILHOM BIMSHAH
(hUTOOMOTHUKOB HA MHUKPOOHMOIIEHO3 KUIIIEYHHUKA CEITbCKOXO03SMCTBEHHOMN MTHIIBI.

Ha ceromusmiauii 1eHb BIIOJHE aKTYaIbHBIM W TEPCHEKTHBHBIM SBISETCS MPAKTUYECKOE H3yde-
HUE COBMECTHOTO HCITONB30BAaHUS B MTHUIICBOJCTBE MPOOHOTUICCKUX IITPAMMOB C PACTUTECIHFHBIMHU JKC-
TpPaKTaMH, YTO B KOHETHOM CUETE MO3BOIUT KOPPEKTUPOBATH MUKPO(IOPY KHUIIICUHHUKA, TOPMOHATHHEIC I
(hepMeHTATHBHEIE CUCTEMBI, a TAK)KE CTUMYJIUPHOBATH UMMYHHBIN CTATPyC OpraHu3Ma.

ean uccienoBanusi.

OrneHnTh BIMSHUE KOMIDIEKCHOTO BBEACHUS Ipobduotmdeckoro npemnaparta Cos-6ughudym u pac-
TUTEIBHOTO IKCTPAKTa KOPHI Ay0a B pallMOHE LBILIAT-OpOiIepOB Ha 0COOCHHOCTH JJIEMEHTHOTO O0MeHa
¥ OMOXMMHUYECKOTO CTaTyca OpraHu3ma.

MarepuaJjibl 4 METObI HCCJIEIOBAHMIA.

O0bekT nccaenoBanus. Lpmuiara-opoiineps! kpocca «ApOop-Afikpec» B BozpacTe 21 CyTOK.

OOciy>xuBaHNE KUBOTHBIX M SKCIEPHMEHTAJIbHBIE UCCIEJOBAaHUS OBUIN BBIIIOJIHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBUU ¢ MHCTpYKIUsAMHU Russian Regulations, 1987 (Order No.755 on 12.08.1977 the USSR Ministry of
Health) u «The Guide for Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (National Academy Press Washington,
D.C. 1966)». Ilpu BeIIOTHEHUH UCCIEAOBAHUIA OBLTH MIPUHSTHI YCUITUS, YTOOBI CBECTH K MUHUMYMY CTpa-
JIAHUS JKUBOTHBIX M YMEHBILICHUSI KOJMYECTBA UCIOJB3yEeMbIX OMBITHBIX 00pa3ioB. Bee mpouenypbl Haj



Kusommosoocmeo u kopmonpouseoocmeo 2020 T. 103 Ne 4/ Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2020 Vol. 103 Is. 4
188 Teopusi 1 IPaKTHKAa KOPMJICHUS

JKUBOTHBIMHU OBLIN BBIITOJIHEHBI B COOTBETCTBHHM C NpaBuiiamu Komutera mo 3tuke x)uBoTHBIX @HIL BCT
PAH.

Cxema skcnepumeHnTa. VMccnenoBaHust mpOBOAMIN B YCIOBHSAX JTaOOpPaTOpPUH OHMOIOTHYECKIX
UCTBITAaHUN ¥ dKcnepTu3 denepanbHOr0 HAYYHOTO IEHTPAa OMONOTUYECKHX CHCTEM W arpOTeXHOJOTHMA
Poccuiickoit akagemun Hayk (OHIL BCT PAH).

Hprmutata-6poiinepst (OAO «lItnnedadbpuka Opendyprekas, www.pfo56.ru) comepkanuch B TH-
noBeix kineTkax KYH-05 (S=4050 cm?), Bcero 6b110 3aneiictBoBano 3 kineTkn — 90 ronos. [is MapKupos-
KU TITUIBI HCITOJB30BANIN IIACTUKOBBIC HOXKHBIC OUpKH. METO/IOM Mmap-aHajioroB BCs MTHIA ObLIa pasne-
JieHa Ha 3 TPYMIbLI: KOHTPOJIbHAS U JABE ONBITHBIC. LIBIIIATA KaK KOHTPOJIBHOM, TaK M OMBITHBIX TPYII CO-
JepXajauch Ha 0a30BOM panuoHe, I ombITHas rpynma K 6a30BOMY PalMOHYy TOMOJHUTEIBHO HOJydasa
npobuoTHyeckui mramm Bifidobacterium longum B no3upoke 0,7 mur/kr kopma, 11 rpynmna — coBMecTHOE
BBEZICHHE MPOOHMOTHYECKOTO 1Tamma Bifidobacterium longum v SKCTpaKT KOpPbI y0Oa B TO3UPOBKE 2 MII/KT KOpMa.

KopMnenne IpIUsIT OCYIIECTBIUTH COTTIACHO MOTPEOHOCTH OpraHN3Ma B Pa3IUYHbBIC BO3PACTHBIC
nepuosl, ucnonb3ys 11K-5 u [IK-6 (Gucunun B.U. u ap., 2018).

B uccnenoBanmax MCHONB30BaHEL: TpoOuoTndeckuil mramm Bifidobacterium longum B cocTtase
npenapata Cos-6uguoym (cBumerenbcTBo rocpeructpanuu  RU.77.99.11.003. E.000449.01.12 ot
13.01.12), npousBoactso OO0 «HIID «Ixo6mocy (r. Opendypr, Poccus) ¢ conepxanurem ue MeHee 10° kieTok
Bifidobacterium longum.

B kauecTBe BemiecTBa «anti-quorumy HCHOIB30BAJICS IKCTPAKT KOPHI Ty0a, MpeACTaBISIONINil co-
00li TIOPOIIOK KPacHOBAaTO-KOPUYHEBOTO I[BETA C XapaKTePHBIM 3allaxOM, pacTBOpHMBIH B Boae (AO
«KpacHoropckiekcpencrtsa», r. Kpacnoropek, Poccus).

O0OopynoBaHHe H TeXHUYECKHe CpeAcTBa. V3MepeHus MpoBOIMINCE Ha 000y 10BaHIH Jabopa-
topuu «Hanotexnonoruu B ceiabckom xo3siiictBe» u UcneitarensHoM nentpe LIKIT ®HI bCT PAH (at-
tectar akkpenutanuu Ne RA.RU.21TID59 ot 02.12.15). Mopdonoruveckne naHHbIC ONPECIsUIA Ha aB-
TOMaTHYeCKOM rematojiorndeckoMm aHamuzarope Urit-2900 Vet Plus (Poccus). buoxumuueckuii anamus
KpPOBH IPOBOWIKMCH Ha aBToMaTHueckoM aHanmuzatope CS-T240 («DIRUI Industrial Co., Ltd», Kuraii) ¢
WCIIOJIb30BaHUEM KoMMepueckux HabopoB s Berepunapuu JmaBerTect (Poccus) m  Randox
Laboratories Limited («Dirui Industrial Co., Ltd.», Kuraii).

HccnenoBanust »MeMEHTHOTO COCTaBa OMoOCyOCTpaToB MO 25 XHMHYECKHM 3JEeMEHTaM
npousBeaeHsl B nabopatopunm AHO «llenTp OmoTmueckod MeTUIMHEIY, T. MockBa (arrectar
akkpenutarmu No POCC RU.0001.2211405, ot 24 nexabpst 2010 r.) aTOMHO-3MUCCHOHHBIM U MaccC-
CHEKTPAIbHBIM METOAAMHU.

CratucTuyeckasi o0padorka. CTaTUCTUYCCKHIA aHaIW3 BBHIMONHIA C HCIOIB30BAaHUEM TMPO-
rpamMMmhbl «Statistica 10.0» («StatSoft Inc.», CIIIA). JlocTOBepHOCTh pa3iu4uii CpaBHUBAEMBIX MOKa3aTe-
net onpenensinu no -xkputepuio Cteioaenta. JlocroBepHbiMu cunTanu 3HadeHus mpu P<0,05.

Pe3yabTaThl Hcciie10BaHUiA.

B xozne ananuza Mopdosornueckrux mokasareneil KpoBH yCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO IPH BKIIOYEHUH B pa-
IIMOH LBIIUIAT-0pOoiiiepoB MpOOHOTHYECKOrO Mpenapara OTMEYEHO JOCTOBEPHOE CHU)KEHHE YPOBHS JeH-
koruToB Ha 25,0 % (P<0,01) u tpomboruroB B kpoBu Ha 10,6 % OTHOCHTENHHO HAHHBIX MOKa3aTeJei
KOHTPOJIbHOH rpymiel. B I onbITHON TpyIine oTMedeHO yBenndeHHe ypoBHs remorinoounna Ha 7,0 % otHo-
CHTENBHO KOHTpOJIA (Tabm. 1).

Ta6muma 1. Mopgoaoruyeckne nokasareju KPOBH HbIIIAT-0poiijiepoB «Apoop-Aiikpec»
Table 1. Morphological parameters of blood of Arbor Acres broilers

Hoxka3zareas/Indicator
I'pynnbi/ JeiiKOUNTbI,  JPUTPOUHUTHI,  TeMOIJIOGHH, TIeMATOKPHT, TPOMOOUHTBI,
Groups 10%/a/ leuko-  10'/a/ erythro- r/n/ hemoglo- % / hemato-  10°/x/ platelets,
cytes, 10°/1 cytes, 10'%/1 bin, g/l crit, % 10°/1
Kontpons/Conrol 50,6+6,36 3,39+0,56 125,3+8,33 23,3+1,37 144,7+1,89
I 38,0+5,22%%* 3,89+0,04 134,7+1,33 21,0+0,79 129,348,25
11 46,1£7,12 3,27+0,54 116,7£9,21 21,9+1,71 122,8+43,5

[Tpumeuanue: ** — pe3yabTaThl SBISIOTCS CTATUCTUUECKH J0CTOBepHBIMH, P<0,01
Note: ** — the results are statistically significant, P<0.01
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CoBMecTHOE BBEACHHE B PAMOH LBIUIAT MPOOHOTHYECKOTO INTaMMa M SKCTpPakKTa KOpbI IyObl
CIIOCOOCTBOBANIO CHIDKEHUIO YPOBHS 3PUTPOIUTOB M TPOMOOIIMTOB OTHOCHUTEIHHO KOHTPOJIBHOMN I'PYTIIBI
Ha 3,5 % u 15,0 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO. YpOBeHb reMoriiodnHa Bo I onbITHOW TpymIe okazaics HIDKE, YeM B
KoHTpoJie Ha 6,9 % u | rpynnsl — Ha 13,4 %.

B xozme OMOXMMHYECKOTO aHaIM3a OTMEYEHBI 3HAUUTENbHbIE CABHUIU HCCIIELYEMBIX IapaMeTpOB

(Tabm. 2).

Tabnuna 2. BuoxumMuvecKue nMoKazaTesid KPOBU UBILIAT-0poiijiepoB «Apoop-Aiikpecy»
Table 2. Biochemical parameters of the blood of Arbor Acres broilers

. I'pynnsl/Group

Toxasareaw/Indicators KOHTpOoJb/control | 1 rpynna/l group | 11 rpynna/ll group
AJIT, E/n/ ALT, Unit/l 9,3+0,27 9,4+0,76 6,57+0,38
ACT, E/n/ AST, Unit/l 248,6+19,9 227,4+8,08 208,8+9,18
JIAT, E/n/ LDH, Unit/l 1217,0+£215,7 1048,0+39,2* 834,7+133,1*
XonectepuH, MMoitb/1/ Cholesterol,
mmol/l 3,61+0,20 2,47+0,20 3,16+0,50
Marnutii, Mmons/n/Magnesium, mmol/| 1,22+0,02 0,84+0,02* 1,07+0,04
I'TT, Ex/n/ GGT, Unit/l 15,54+2,85 16,5£1,76 19,6+3,18%
®Dochop, mmons/n/ Phosphorus, mmol/l 1,23+0,44 1,11+0,07 0,34+0,12%*
Tpurnumepuap, MMOJIB/IT /
Triglycerides, mmol/l 0,24+0,063 0,36+0,05 0,22+0,01
Keneso, mxmons/i/lron, mkmol/l 18,1+£3,01 23,7+1,78% 18,0+£0,10
I'mroxosa, mvmons/1t/ Glucose, mmol/l 10,54+0,21 10,7+0,45 11,1+0,24
Kpearurun, Mmxmons/s/ Creatinine, mkmol/l 23,6+2,05 32,8+0,33* 25,0+1,73
Mouesuna, Mmons/1/ Urea, mmol/l 0,67+0,07 0,13+0,03*** 0,80+0,06
Kaneiwii, mvons/5/Calcivm, mmol/l 1,54+0,75 2,66+£0,11%* 2,32+0,23*
MoueBas kuciiora, MKMoJb/11// Uric
acid, mkmol/l 160,1+84,8 214,2+38,3* 99,9+9,91%**
OO6mmii 6enox, r/1/ Total protein, g/l 38,6+2,36 35,9+1,05 34,9+2,28
Anvboymun, o/n/ Albumen, g/l 16,0+1,53 15,0+0,58 13,0+1,53
OO0t GMMpyOrH, MKMOJIB/JT/
Total bilirubin, mcmol/l 0,38+0,001 0,73+0,003* 0,34+0,11
IIpsmoit OnTrpyOHH, MKMOJIB/JT/
Direct bilirubin, mcmol/I 0,27+0,05 0,32+0,03 0,18+0,03
[llenounas docdoraza, Eo/n
Alkaline phosphatase, Unit/| 3434,0+67,6 2500,3+473,1* 2512,3+431,8*

[Ipumeuanwne: pe3ynbTaThl SBISIOTCSA CTATUCTHYECKH TOCTOBepHBIMH, * — P<(,05, ** — P<0,01,

%k _ P<0,005

Note: the results are statistically significant, * — P<0.05, ** — P<0.01, *** — P<0.005

[pu BrITFOUEHNH B PAIMOH MIPOOMOTHKA OTMEUYECHO CTUMYIHPOBAHNE HIIEMEHTHOTO OOMEHA B KPO-
BU. Tak, OTHOCUTENILHO KOHTPOJISl JOCTOBEPHO YBEIIMUMIICS ypoBeHb kemne3a Ha 24,0 % (P<0,05), xanbLus — Ha
42,0 % (P<0,05) u docdopa — Ha 6,6 %. Cnenyer OTMETUTH CHUKCHUE YPOBHS MarHus B CBIBOPOTKE KPO-
BU ONBITHBIX >KUBOTHBIX | 1 Il rpynm Ha 34,3 % u 18,2 % cooTBETCTBEHHO.
Bo II rpymme moka3aHo JOCTOBEpHOE yBEIWUYCHUE ypoBHS Kanbius Ha 33,6 % (P<0,05), Ha ¢one

cHkenus gocdopa B 3,3 pasza (P<0,01).

VHTEeHCHBHOCTD YITICBOJHOTO 0OMEHAa OTpa)kaeT YPOBEHb INIIOKO3BI B KPOBHU, YeM BHIIIE YPOBEHb
YTICBOIHOTO OOMEHA, TEM BBIIIE, MBI MOKEM IIPOTHO3UPOBATH MPOAYKTUBHOCTE. Yalle ypoBeHb TIIFOKO3EI
y MPOAYKTUBHBIX KUBOTHBIX UMEET CTAOWIBHBIC 3HAYCHHUS, YTO ITOKA3BIBACT HOPMAJIH3AIHIO METa0OIH3-
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Ma YIJIEBOJOB B opraHusme. Tak, B | rpymme ycTaHOBICHO HE3HAYUTEIHFHOE M3MEHEHHE, NOBLIIICHHEC
TII0K036I 9yTh Oomnee 2,0 % orHocuTesnsHO KOHTpons. Bo Il rpymme ypoBeHB TIIFOKO3BI MOBBIIANICS Ha
5,7 % 10 CpaBHEHMIO C KOHTPOJBHOM IPYIIIO, OJIHAKO JIaHHbIE HOCHIJIM HEJJOCTOBEPHBIN XapaKkTep.

[Ipu BKITIOYEHUU MPOOHOTHYECKOTO IITaMMa OTJEIBHO U B KOMIUIEKCE ¢ IKCTPAKTOM KOPBI JIy0a
OTMEYEHO CHI)XKCHHE MHTEHCHUBHOCTH JunuaHoro ooMeHa. B I u Il rpynmax ypoBeHb XoJeCTepHHa OBLI
HUXKe, yeM B KoHTpouie Ha 24,0 % 1 9,6 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO. Y POBEHb TPUIIIHLIEPUAOB CHUXaica Ha 6,0 %
Bo Il rpynne oTHOCHUTENBHO KOHTPOJIS, JaHHBIE OKa3aJIlCh HEIOCTOBEPHBIMHU.

[ToHmKXeHHON aKTUBHOCTHIO OTHOCHUTEIHHO KOHTPOJBHBIX IMOKa3aTeNell XapakTepru3oBaIuCh dep-
MEHTBI — UHJAMKATOPBI MOBpexkaatomero Bo3aeiicteus Ha opranusMm — AJIT, ACT, menodnas docdorasa.
Bo II rpynne aktuBHOCTH hepmenToB AJIT u ACT cuusunace Ha 29,0 % u 20,0 %, B I rpymnne ciexyer
ormeruth cHkeHre ypoBast ACT ma 7,7 %. Llemounas docdoraza B [ 1 Il omprrHRIX Tpyrmax Ou1a B 1,4 paza HIDKe,
9eM B KOHTPOJIE.

B onpiTHBEIX rpynmax 3aduKcHpoBaHo goctoBepHoe cHmkenue JIIAI: B I rpynme — Ha 15,8 %
(P<0,05), Bo Il — na 33,3 % (P<0,05).

AHanm3upys copepkaHue XUMUIECKAX 3JIEMEHTOB B TEJE HBIUISAT-OpoiiiepoB, HaMu OBLTH TOJTY-
YEHBI CIIelyIOINE JaHHbIE.

[Ipu cpaBHEeHHH KOHLEHTPALMUNA SCCEHIIUANBHBIX U YCIOBHO-3CCEHLIMATbHBIX MHUKPOIJIEMEHTOB B
TeJe MTUIbI KOHTPOJBHOW M | OMBITHOM TPYNN HAMU YCTAHOBJIEHO JOCTOBEPHOE IOBBIIIEHHWE OTHOCH-
TEJNBHO KOHTPOJSA ypoBHS XpoMa Ha 26,0 %, xxene3a — Ha 50,0 %, mapranmna — Ha 21,2 %, xobanbTa — Ha
39,0 %, maka — Ha 8,0 %, kpemuwns — Ha 49,0 % (P<0,05), Ha done camkenns B, Cu, I, Ni, Se, V (puc. 1).
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Puc. 1 — YpoBeHb 3cCEHIHAJIBHBIX U YCI0BHO-ICCEHINATbHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB B TeJie
UbIIAT-0poiiyiepoB B I u II onbITHBIX rpynnax 0THOCHTEILHO KOHTPO.Is, %o
Figure 1 — The level of essential and conditionally essential elements in the body
of broiler chickens in experimental groups I and II relative to control, %

Bo II onbITHOH rpymnne OTHOCUTEIbHO MOKA3aTeNeld B KOHTPOJE OTMEYEHO JOCTOBEPHOE YBEIU-
yenue (P<0,05) yposus xene3a Ha 32 %, kpemHust — Ha 37 %, Banagust — Ha 39 %, nuHKa — Ha 24,6 %.
[Ipy KOMIUIEKCHOM BKJIIOUEHHH B PAllMOH MPOOMOTHYECKOTO M PACTUTEIIBHOTO IMPENapaToB OTMEYEHO
CHIDKEHHE KOHIICHTPALUU XpOoMa, H01a, IUTHS, HUKEIS U CEJICHA.

[Ipu 3aMeHe parmoHa Ha MpoOMOTHYECKHA ITaMM Bifidobacterium longum OTIENBHO U B KOM-
IUIEKCE C DKCTPAKTOM KOpPHI Ay0a OTMEedeHa TEHASHIHS K CHHKCHUIO YPOBHS OOJBIIMHCTBA MakKpodiie-
MEHTOB B Telle MTUIBL. OTHOCHUTENFHO KOHTPOIBHBIX 3HaueHW B | rpymme 3auKCHpOBaHO CHIDKEHHE
ypoBHs Kanust Ha 13,3 %, maraus — va 14,0 %, Hatpus — Ha 2,6 %, docdopa — Ha 20 %, oTHAKO BCE U3-
MEHEHHs HOCHJIM HeJOCTOBEepHBIH xapaktep. Bo Il rpynmne cHusmics ypoBeHs kanus Ha 4,0 %, Maraus —
Ha 14,6 % u pocdopa — Ha 10,8 %, Oe3 TOCTOBEPHBIX pa3iuyuii. B 00enX OMBITHBIX TPYIITaX TOCTOBEPHO
noBeImanack KoHmeHtpanus Ca, B | rpymme — B 2,0 pasa, Bo Il — B 1,9 pa3 oTHOCUTENHHO KOH-
Tpods (puc. 2).
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Puc. 2 — YpoBeHb MaKpPO03J1€eMEHTOB B TeJjie UBILIAT-0poiijiepoB: A — B I u Il onbITHBIX rpynnax
OTHOCHUTEJILHO KOHTPOJIbLHOH rpynnbl; B — Bo II onbITHOM rpynme 0THOCHTEJIbHO
nokasareJieii I rpynnsi, %

[Tpumeuanue: conepkaHie MaKpOIEMEHTOB B TeJe IBILIAT-OpoiiinepoB | rpynmbsl 0003Ha4eHO
HYJICBBIMHU 3HAUCHUSIMU
Figure 2 — The level of macronutrients in the body of broiler chickens: A - in I and II experimental
groups relative to the control group; B - in the II experimental group relative to the
indicators of the I group,%
Note: the content of macronutrients in the body of broiler chickens of the I group is indicated
by zero values

CpaBHUBasg ypOBEHb MAaKpOAJIIEMEHTOB B Teje MNTHI[bI MEXIy IOKa3aTeJIsiMH OMNBITHBIX TPy,
YCTaHOBJICHO, YTO MPU BBEACHUHU B PAIIOH KOMIUIEKCAa MPOOUOTUYECKOTO M PACTUTEIHFHOIO IMpenapaToB
YPOBEHb MaKpOIJIEMEHTOB OB BBIIIE, YEM B TPYTIIE, TI€ HCIIOIB30BAIN TOJIBKO MPOOHOTHIECKUH TIpemna-
par. Tax, Bo II rpynne oTHOCHTENIBHO AaHHBIX IOKa3aTenel | rpynmnsl yBenndyuBanach KOHLEHTpALMs Ka-
nust Ha 9,6 %, Hatpus — Ha 15,4 % u dhocdopa —Ha 10,5 %, HO U3MEHEHUS OBUTH HETOCTOBEPHBIMHU.

MHTeHCMBHOCTD BBIBE/ICHHMSI TOKCHUHBIX AJIEMEHTOB ObLIa BBIIIIE B OMBITHBIX Tpymmax. Tak, B I rpymme oT-
HOCHTEILHO KOHTPOJIS JOCTOBEPHO CHIDKAJICS YPOBEHb 0JIOBAa U CBUHIIA Oosee, yeMm B 2 pasza (P<0,001),
TokcmuHBIe dneMeHTH — Al, Cd, Hg, nmenu crabmnsable 3HaueHus1. Bo 11 ombrTHO# rpymme oTMedeHo 10-
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CTOBEpHOE CHWXeHHe ammomuaus Ha 52,7 % (P<0,001), prytu — Ha 5,6 %, cBuHna — Ha 51,5 %
(P<0,001), omoBa — Ha 69,0 % (P<0,001) otHOCHTETHHO KOHTpOIIS (pHUC. 3).
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Puc. 3 — YpoBeHb TOKCHYHBIX 3J1EMEHTOB B TeJle UbIIAT-0poiiaepos B I u I onbITHBIX rpynmax
OTHOCHTEJIbHO KOHTPOJIs, %o
Figure 3 - The level of toxic elements in the body of broiler chickens in I and II experimental
groups in relation to the control, %

O6cy:x1eHne MOJTy4YeHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaTOB.

B rTeuenue mocneaHux TPEX IECATWICTUH NTHUICBOIYECKAS MPOMBIILICHHOCTh CTPEMHUTEIEHO
pasBuBanach. M3-3a omaceHUid pa3BUTHUA YCTOMYMBOCTH OaKTEPUANBHBIX TOMYJIAINUNA K aHTHOUOTHKAM,
pacTyIero moTpeOUTENBCKOTO CIpoca Ha MPOAYKTHI, HE COMSpPXKAIIUEe OCTATKOB aHTHOMOTHUKOB, ITOWCK
ANBTEPHATUBHBIX MPETIapaToB, KOTOPHIE MOTIH OBl 3aMEHUTHh aHTHOMOTHKH 0€3 TIOTEPU MPOU3BOIUTEIh-
HOCTH HJTH KauecTBa mpoaykiuu, yckopuics (Yadav AS et al., 2016).

[IpoOnoTHueckue mMTaMMBbI SBISIOTCS XOPOLICH albTePHATHBON aHTHOMOTHKAM B Ka4eCTBE CTH-
MmyJaTopa pocta (Awad WA et al., 2009; Ferdous MF et al., 2019), HopManu3aiuu MUKpOOHOH Harpy3Ku
KUIIeYHNKa 4eloBeka U kuBOTHRIX (Rolfe RD, 2000; Singh J et al., 2014). Taxke aHTUMUKPOOHBIMHE
CBOHMCTBaMH 00JIa/Ial0T JyOHUJIbHBIE BEIIECTBA, TEPIICHONIBI, aJKAIOUABI 1 (PIaBOHOUIBI, BXOAAIINE B CO-
CTaB IKCTPAKTOB HEKOTOPhIX pacteHuit (Cowan MM, 1999).

W3BecTHO, 4TO pacTUTENbHBIC SKCTPAKTHI HEOJHO3HAYHO BIIMSIOT HA FEMATOJIOTHYECKHE MOKa3a-
TN KpoBH LBMLIAT-OpoiinepoB (Ripon MMR et al., 2019; Behnamifar A et al., 2015). Onnaxo ects naH-
HbIE, YTO COBMECTHOE BBEJICHUE PACTUTEIBHBIX IKCTPAKTOB C MPOOMOTUYECKUMH IITAMMAaMHU MOTYT OBITh
HCIIOJIb30BaHbl B KAaueCTBE €CTECTBEHHBIX CTHMYJISATOPOB pocra OpoiiepoB (Shams Shargh M et al.,
2012).

Beenenre mpoOMOTHYECKOTO MITaMMa C PACTUTEIBHBIM YKCTPAKTOM CITOCOOCTBOBYET CHUKEHHUIO
remornobouna (Rabee RHS and Abdulameer Y'S, 2018), kak u B HaleM ciry4ae, a TAK)XKE YPOBHS XOJIECTE-
puna u Tpuriaunepunos (Lee KW et al., 2003; Bakkali F et al., 2008). Cienyer oTMETHTh U BBIBEACHHE
TOKCHYHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB U3 OpTaHM3Ma HCCIIEIYEMOU MTHUIIBI, IPU COBMECTHOM BBEICHUH MPOOHOTHIECKO-
ro npemapara Cos-Ougudym U pacTUTEIEHOTO YKCTPAKTA, CX0Kasi KApTHHA HAOII0JalIach U B UCCIIEA0BA-
HUsIX Ipyrux yuénsix (Hosseini SA et al., 2013).

BriBoabI.

BBenenue B panmoH menuiAT-OpoiinepoB mpoduoruueckoro npenapara Cosa 6uguoym B YHCTOM
BUJIC M COBMECTHO C PACTUTEIBHBIM SKCTPAKTOM KOPBI AyOa cocoOCTBYET MOBBIIICHUIO HHTEHCUBHOCTH
BBIBEJICHHSI TOKCHYHBIX JJIEMEHTOB W3 OopraHu3ma. KoMIUIeKCHOE HCIOJB30BaHHE MPOOHOTHUECKOTO U
PaCcTUTENHHOTO Mpenapara CrIoCOOCTBYET HAKOIUICHHUIO B TeJle IMTULIBI MAKPOIIEMEHTOB U dCCEHITNATBHBIX
MuUKpoasieMeHToB — As, B, Cu, Ni, Se, V u Zn. Onenka Mop(hoJIOrHuecKOoro 1 OHOXUMUIECKOTO aHATTU30B
KPOBH yKa3bIBaeT Ha BapuaOeIbHOCTh NAHHBIX MOKa3aTenedl B mperenax (PU3MOIIOTHYECKOH HOPMEI, C
TEHJICHIIMECH CHU)KCHHUS WHTCHCHBHOCTH JIMITUAHOTO OOMeHa U MeTabosim3Ma (hepMEeHTOB Ha (hOHE yBEH-
YeHHS YTIIEBOAHOTO U MUHEPATFHOTO 0OMEHOB.
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