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Annomayusn. HeykIOHHBIA POCT CTOMMOCTU TPAIUIIMOHHBIX UCTOYHUKOB XXHUPA, a TaKKe (QyHKIHU-
OHAaJbHAS HE3PEJIOCTh MHUIIEBAPUTEIHHOTO TPAKTa MOJIOIBIX HBIUIAT IMOPOKIAIOT WHTEPEC K MOUCKY H
UCTIOJIB30BAHUIO ATBTCPHATUBHBIX MCTOYHUKOB DHEPIUd, (EPMEHTOB, SIMYJIBraTOPOB C IEJIbI0 WHTCHCH-
(buKaIuy NUIIeBapeHNs, YBEIUUCHUS IPOTYKTUBHOCTHU U, KaK CIIEACTBUE, CHUKCHUIO TPOU3BOICTBEHHBIX
3arpar. K ToMy e ckapMIIMBaHHE BBHICOKOIHEPTETHUECKOTO PAallMOHa HEM30EKHO BICUET 3a COOON IpH-
MEHEHHE YK30T€HHBIX AMYJIBraTOPOB IS TOJHOIICHHOTO THIIEBAPEHIS M PeaTH3aliy TOTEHIIHANA POCTa
BBICOKONPOYKTHBHBIX KPOCCOB IBIIUIAT-OPOMIepOB. B CBS3H ¢ 3TUM IIENBIO JaHHBIX HCCIICIOBAHUN SIB-
JSeTCS OLIEHKA BIIMSHUS SK30TCHHBIX dMYIJBIaTOPOB Ha OCHOBE COEBOTO JICIIUTUHA U €r0 TUAPOIU3OBAH-
HoOU opmbl (Jlecumaxkc [Ipemuym) Ha moe1aeMoOCTh KOpMa, TTOKa3aTeNH POCTa M JIMITUAHBIA MPO(HIEL CHI-
BOPOTKH KPOBH IBITUIAT-OpoiiiepoB. [lokazaHo, 9TO MHTEHCHBHOCTD JTUMHUIHOTO METa00IM3Ma HAIPSMYTO
3aBHCUT OT BHJIA U JI03bI 3MyJlibraropa. Tak, BkiroueHue B pauuoH Jlecumakc IIpemuym B nosze 0,1 % u
coeBoro JyerutuHa B 103e 0,2 % compoBoXKaaeTcsi BHICOKOM MOENaMOCTBI0 KOPMa M B COBOKYITHOCTH
obecrieynBaeT MaKCUMAIBHBIA TPUPOCT JKUBOW MAacCHl, BOCIOJIHEHUE NE(UINTA JINMA3El B MMUIICBAPH-
TENBHOM TPaKTe. DTO MPUBOJUT K TOBHIIICHUIO MCIIOIB30BAHMS KUPA OPTaHU3MOM, YTO OCOOCHHO 3Ha-
YUMO B MOJIOJIOM BO3pacte. AHaiu3 MeTabOJMTOB JIMIUIAHOTO OOMEHA MOATBEpKAaeT 3PPEKTHBHOCTD
HCTIOJIb30BaHUS 3MYJIBI'ATOPOB B CTAPTOBBII MEPHO.

Knrouegvie cnoea: upiuisiTa-Oponiiepsl, palioH, SMYJIbraTOPhl, COEBBIA JICHUTHH, KUBas Macca,
TPUIHAIICPUIBI, XOJIECTEPHH
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Abstract. The steady increase in the cost of traditional sources of fat and functional immaturity of
the digestive tract of young chickens, gives rise to interest in the search and use of alternative sources of
energy, enzymes, emulsifiers in order to intensify digestion, increase productivity, and, as a consequence, re-
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duce production costs. In addition, feeding a high-energy diet inevitably entails the use of exogenous
emulsifiers to complete digestion and the growth potential of high-yielding broiler crosses. In this regard,
the purpose of these studies is to assess the effect of exogenous emulsifiers based on soy lecithin and its
hydrolyzed form (Lesimax Premium) on feed intake, growth parameters and the serum lipid profile of
broiler chickens. It has been shown that the intensity of lipid metabolism directly depends on the type and
dose of the emulsifier. Thus, the inclusion of "Lesimax Premium" to the diet at a dose of 0.1% and soy
lecithin at a dose of 0.2% is accompanied by a high feed intake. They together provide the maximum in-
crease in live weight, replenishment of lipase deficiency in the digestive tract, as a result, it leads to an
increase in the use of fat by the body, which is especially important at a young age. Analysis of lipid me-
tabolites confirms the effectiveness of the use of emulsifiers during the initial period.
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BBenenue.

JKMBOTHBIN KHUP M PacTUTEIHHOE MACIO SBISIOTCS OCHOBHBIMH KJIACCHYECKUMH KOMITOHEHTaMHU
pamuoHa, o0eCeynBaIOIIMMH MTOBBIIICHNE SHEPTeTUYECKON IIEHHOCTH M yIydIlIeHHe MoKa3aTeneil pocra
(Blanch A et al., 1996; Park JH et al., 2018; Eropos U. u ap., 2014). Hapsny ¢ sHepreTu4eckoii 3HaYuMO-
CTBIO JKUPHI SIBISIFOTCS MCTOYHUKOM HE3aMEHHMMEBIX JKUPHBIX KUcIoT (JKK) m BUTaMHUHOB, y4acTBYIOT B
perynsunu oOMeHa BeIIecTB M HepBHOH aestenbHOCcTH (Apxunos A.B., 2007; Ravindran V et al., 2016).
CkapMIIMBaHHE BBICOKOAHEPTETUUECKOTO PalliOHA HEM30EXKHO BICUET 3a COO0 NpUMEHEHNE HK30TCHHBIX
SMYJIBTaTOPOB JJISl MTOJHOLIEHHOTO MHIIEBAPCHHUS M PEai3aliy MOTEHINANa POCTa BBICOKOMPOILYKTUB-
HBIX KpPOCCOB IBILIAT-OpoiinepoB (Pucunud B.U. u mp., 2011). K Tomy ke y MOJIOABIX IBITUIIAT CHI)KEHA
3¢ PEeKTHBHOCTH IIepeBapUBAHUS M YCBOCHHUS JKMPA BCIEACTBHE (DYHKIIMOHATIHHON HE3PEIOCTH MUIIEBapH-
TEJBHOTO TPaKTa W HU3KOTO YPOBHS BBIPaOOTKH ecTecTBeHHOM nmmasbl (Tancharoenrat P et al., 2013).
Yucrast myoJeHaIbHas cekpens junasel U e€ aktuBHOCTH (Noy Y and Sklan D, 1995), a taxxke o0bEM
JKEJUH, BBICIIEMOH TIeYeHbI0, CIIocOOCTBYIOMMi 3(h(hEeKTHBHOMY paCIIETIEHHIO TIOCTYTIAIOIIETO JKUpa y
[BITUIAT-OpONIIepOB, YBEIIMYNBAETCS TOJNBKO C Bo3pacToM. IlpoGiiema ycyryOmnsercs HU3KOH CKOPOCTBIO
CHHTE3a COJIeH JKeTYHBIX KUCIIOT ¥ MOJIOJBIX 0co0el. B To e BpeMsi CTOMMOCTh TpaJUIMOHHBIX HCTOY-
HUKOB JKHPa, MCIIOJIE3YEMBIX B JKHBOTHOBOJACTBE, B TIOCIEIHIE HECKOIBKO JIET HEYKIOHHO pacTéT (Amit-
avaR et al., 2010).

Pemenne mo06HO# MpoOIeMBI MOXKET OBITH CBS3aHO C MPUMEHEHHEM 3MYJIBIaTOPOB B PaIlIOHAX
HBIIIAT-OpoiiiepoB. B kauecTBe KOpMOBOW T0OABKM OHU CIIOCOOCTBYIOT MEPEBAPUBAHUIO U abCOpOIHH
JKUpa, 4TO yBenuuuBaeT npoaykTuBHOCTH (Tan HS et al., 2016). CoBMecTHOE CKapMIIMBaHHE IMYJIbraTo-
POB C PACTHTENFHBIM JKHPOM 3HAYMTENHHO YBEIWYHMBACT MOKA3aTeNH POCTa M yIydIIaeT YCBOSEMOCTb
*upHBIX KHcIoT (Roy A et al., 2010; Zhang B et al., 2011).

DOMyJIBraTophl, IUPOKO UCIONb3YEeMbIe B HACTOSIEE BPEMsI, OOBIYHO COCTOST U3 THAPO(UIBHBIX
U THAPOPOOHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB, KOTOPBIE CHIDKAIOT IIOBEPXHOCTHOE HATSKEHHE JKUPA U BOJIBI, YIIyUIIAIOT
CMeIINBaHKe IBYX (a3 M yBETHMUUBAIOT BCACHIBAHNE M MCIOIb30BaHme kHUpoB (An JS et al., 2020; Jansen
M et al, 2015). B kadecTBe MCTOYHHKOB 3MYJIBraToOpOB HCIOJIB3YIOT MOHOTIIUIEPHBI, (Hochomummmbl,
JEIUTHH U coyn xkemuHbIxX kucioT (Peebles ED et al., 2000; Dierick NA and Decuypere JA, 2004; Cho JH
et al., 2012; Upadhaya SD et al., 2017).

AKTyanu3anus UCTIONB30BaHUs JENUTHHA, morydaeMoro u3 cemsH cou (Cui L and Decker EA,
2016) ompenensiercss MPUCYTCTBHEM KaK TMAPO(WIBHBIX, TaK M JUIMOQHIBHBIX (TJIMIEPHH, Gocdop u
(yHKIIMOHANBHAST YacTh) KOMIIOHEHTOB, KOTOpBIE OO0ECIEUMBAIOT AMYJBIHPYIOIIME  CBOICTBA
(Nieuwenhuyzen W and Tomas MC, 2008).



JKusomuoeodcmeo u kopmonpouszeoocmeo 2021 / Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2021,104(4)
OU3NOJIOTI'US ZKUBOTHBIX/ PHYSIOLOGY OF ANIMALS 207

Ha peiHKE MIMPOKO M3BECTHBI JOOABKH HA OCHOBE JICITUTHHA, IPUMEHSIEMBIC HE TOJIBKO B IITHIIC-
BOJICTBE, HO TaKke€ B CBUHOBOJCTBE M akBakyybType: FRA LeciMax dry (DPPA JlenmMaxc NG cyxoi) oT
Framelco, KOTOpBI#i CONEP)KUT HATYPAITBHBIM HUCTOYHHK THAPOJW30BAHHOTO JICIIMTHUHA, JNEHCTBYIOIIETO
Kak omo-cypdakrant; Jlucodpopt bypcrep or Kemin nmerot B cocrase 45,0-55,0 % nenurnna; Jlecumaxc
[Mpemuym cyxoii (TEXBET) comepHUT THApOIU30BaHHEIA JIEUUTHH (B T. 4. Jm3odochomumuabl, 62,0-
72,0 %) u 1. 1. Takum 00pa3oM, Ha PBIHKE IPEACTABICHBI 0OJIee JECATKA MPEIapaToB-3MYIbraTopoB,
0ombIIast YacTh KOTOPBIX HMIIOPTHOTO MPOM3BOJICTBA, PA3IMYHOTO COCTaBa M IIEHOBOW Kareropuu (Amit-
ava R et al., 2010; Xing JJ et al., 2004).

eap uccaenoBaHMi.

OueHKka BIMSHHS 9K30T€HHBIX SMYJIBIaTOPOB HA OCHOBE COEBOT'O JICLIUTHHA M €0 THAPOJIM30BaH-
Ho# popmel (Jlecumakc [IpemnyM) Ha oegaeMoCTh KOpMa, TIOKa3aTEeTH POCTA U JIMIIUIHBIA TPOQHIH CHI-
BOPOTKH KPOBH LIBIIIIAT-OPOIIEPOB.

MaTrepuaJjibl M METOAbI HCCJIEI0BAHNS.

O0bekT nccaenoBanus. Lpmurara-6poiineps! kpocca «ApOop AKpecy.

OOcnyXMBaHUE JKUBOTHBIX W OKCICPUMCHTAIbHBIC WCCICNIOBAHUS OBLUTH BBIIOJHCHBI B
COOTBETCTBUHU C WHCTPYKIHMSIMH M PEKOMEHJAIIUSAMHU POCCUUCKMX HOPMATHUBHBLIX akToB (1987 r.; Ilpukas
Munzapasa CCCP Ne 755 or 12.08 1977 «O wmepax mno JanbHEWIIEMY COBEPIICHCTBOBAHHUIO
OPTaHU3aIUOHHBIX ()OPM PAOOTHI C HCIOIB30BAHUEM DKCIIEPUMEHTANBHBIX HKUBOTHBIX») B «Guide for the
Carre and Use of Laboratory Animals» (National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., 1996). Ilpu
MIPOBEICHUH UCCIICAOBAHUNA OBLTH PEATIPHHATHL MEPHI, YTOOBI CBECTH K MUHUMYMY CTPaJaHHs KHBOTHBIX
¥ YMCHBIICHHS KOJMYECTBA HCCICIOBAHHBIX OMBITHBIX 00Pa3IoB.

CxeMa 3KkcHepuMeHTa. DKCIECPUMEHTAIbHbBIE UCCIIE0BAHUS IPOBOJMINCH B YCIOBUSX BUBApHUS
OI'BHY ©HIL BCT PAH B 2020 roxy. Meronom nap-anainoros otoopano 100 cyTOYHBIX IBIIIAT- OpOK-
nepoB, copmMupoBano 5 rpymr (n=20) — KOHTPOJbHAS M YETHIPE OMBITHBIX. Y CIIOBHUS COACPKAHUS IIBITI-
JST BCEX TPYMIT OBUIM OJMHAKOBBIMHU, COOTBETCTBOBAIIM 300TEXHUIECKAM HOpMaM. JocTyn K Boze U KOp-
MY — CBOOOIHBIH.

KopmiieHne npImisaT-0poiiiepoB ocyIiecTBIAIOCh coracHo pekoMmeHAanusiMm BHUTUIIa (Pucu-
HuH B.U. u ap., 2011). B kauecTBe HCTOYHWKA JKHPa B PAIIMOHE UCIIOJH30BAJIOCh MTOJACOITHEYHOE MACIIO: B
cTapToBOM panuone — 4 %, B pocToBoM — 6 %, Tokazarens oOMeHHO# sHeprun — 12,62 u 13,4 MJx/kr
COOTBETCTBEHHO. B kauecTBe KOpMOBOW 100aBKM OBIIM HCIIOJNIB30BAHBI AMYJIBIaTOPbI: CHHTETHYECKUH —
Jlecumaxc IIpemuym cyxoit (Lecimax™ Premium dry, coBmecTHast pazpaboTtka Framelco (Hunepnanmbr)
u TEXBET (Poccust)) u HatypanbHbIi — coeBblit ierutuH (OO0 «Crounry», Poccus) (Tadu. 1).

Tabmuma 1. Cxema 3KciepMMeHTa HA OBINIATaX-0poiiaepax
Table 1. Scheme of the experiment on chickens-broilers

r /G 11'[;) MOTOM/IT;HLHMI;{ Tepuon d Yuérnbiii nepuop (8-42 cyrku) /
pynna/Group | (I- cyTKH)(I_;ZI; ;:;l ory perto Record period (8-42 days)
KonrpossHas / OP/BD
Control
I onbrTHAS / OP +0,05 % Jlecumakc Ilpemuym cyxoit /
1 experimental OcHogHoli panuoH (OP) / BD+0.05% Lecimax Premium dry
11 onbrTHas / Basic diet (BD) OP +0,1 % Jlecumakc [Tpemuym cyxoii /
1l experimental BD+0.1% Lecimax Premium dry
III onbrTHAs / OP +0,1 % Jlerutur coeswiii / BD+0.1%Soy
1l experimental lecithin
IV onsiTHas / OP +0,2 % Jleuutun coeswiii /BD+0.2 % Soy
1V experimental lecithin
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OO0opynoBaHue U TeXHUYeCKHUe cpeacTBa. Mccnenopanus Obitu nposenensl Ha 6aze LIKIT BCT
PAH. Buoxumudeckue mokaszaren: KOHIeHTpanus TpurimnepuaoB (TI7), xonecTepuH JHUIIONPOTESHHOB
BeIcOKO# TutoTHOCTH (JITIBIT) M numonporennoB HU3Ko# mwiotHoctH (JIITHIT) B cCHIBOPOTKE KpOBH OTIpe-
JISIISUTA ¢ TIOMOIIBI0 KoMMepUeckux HabopoB aist BetepuHapuu JlnaBerTect (Poccus) n aBTOMaTHYECKO-
ro 6uoxummudeckoro ananuzatopa CS-T240 («Dirui Industrial Co. Ltd», KuTaii).

CratucTuyeckasi o06padorka. [TonmydyeHHble pe3ysbTaThl OBLIH 00pabOTaHBI C TOMOIILIO O(HC-
HOTO IIporpaMMHOro komiurekca «Microsoft Office» ¢ mpumenenuem nporpammer «Excel» («Microsofty,
CIIIA) u obpaboTkoii maHHBIX B «Statistica 10.0» («Stat Soft Inc.», CIIIA), BkItO4Yas onpeaesieHue cpe-
Hell apudmernueckoit BeauuuHbl (M), cTaHmapTHOW ommOku cpeaHei (m). JfocToBepHOCTh pa3auuuid
CpaBHMBAEMBIX IMOKa3aTelsiel onpeaessum 1o t-kputeprto CThIOJICHTa. YPOBEHb 3HAYUMOW Pa3HUIIBI ObLT
ycranosiieH npu P<0,05.

Pe3yabTaThl Hcciie10BaHUIA.

Pocm yvinasm-opoiinepos. Ilpu onieHke noTpedieHUsT KOpMa KOHTPOJIBHON UM ONBITHBIMH TpyTITa-
MU OBIJIO OTMEYEHO, YTO MaKCUMallbHas MmoenaeMocTh Habmogaercs Bo 1l u IV ombsITHBIX rpymmax, mpe-
BBIIIIAIOIIASE KOHTPOJIbHBIE 3HaYeHMs Ha 5,6 U 5,4 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO. [loenaeMocTh HUXKE KOHTPOJIBHOTO
3Ha4yeHus Obuta xapakrepHa A [ u 11l onsITHBIX Tpymin mpu pasHuie ¢ KoHTpoieMm — 2,3 u 1,5 % coot-
BETCTBEHHO (TadI. 2).

Tabnuua 2. IlorpedieHne KOpMa UBINISTAMH-0poiijiepaMy 3a IKCIIEPUMEHT, T
Table 2. Feed consumption of chickens-broilers for the experiment, g

I'pynna / Group
IMokaszarens / Index KOHTPOJbHAasA/ I I m v
control

CrapTOoBBIli KOMOHKOPM

/Starter compound feed 1562,8 1457,8 16282 1615,7 1614,7
PocToBoii koMOUKOpM

/Growth compound feed 2050,8 2072,6 2190 19442 2193,8
Bcero 3a s3xkcnepumMenT /

Total per experiment 3613,6 3530,4 3818,2 3559.9 3808,5

AHanu3 IUHAMUKH >KHBOI MaccChl IOKa3aj, YTO MaKCUMAbHBIE IPHPOCTHl HAOMIOJAIOTCS B IEPH-
on ¢ 21 na 28 cytku Bo II u 11l onwITHEIX rpymmax, nmpeBeimatomue Ha 20,8 % (P<0,01) u 20,0 % (P<0,01)
KOHTpOJIbHBIE 3HAYeHHs cOOTBeTCTBEHHO (Tabu. 3). K koHIy ombiTHOTO meprona (42 cyTKH) TEHIEHIUS
JTUIEpPCTBA IO JKUBOW Macce IBIIIAT-OpoiiiepoB coxpansercs ais Il ombITHOW Tpymibl ¢ pa3HUIICH Ha
9,22 % (P<0,05) mo cpaBueHuio ¢ KOHTpoabHOM. B III onmbrTHON rpymm, npu BKIroueHuH B pannoH 0,1 %
COEBOT0 JICIIUTHHA, B ITeprof ¢ 28 1o 42 cyTkH, HaOIOAaeTCs TeHISHINS K CHIDKeHUIO pupocTa. Tak, K
KOHILy ONBITHOTO MEepHoja MoKazaTreiau MpupocT cHumxaroTca Ha 13,55 % (P<0,05) oTHOcHTENbHO KOH-
Tpoist u Ha 20,8 % — orHOocuTensHO IV rpynmsl. JlaHHBIA (pakT HArISIHO NEMOHCTPUPYET 3aBUCHMOCTD
IPUPOCTa OT O3Bl BKIIOUEHHS Iperapara, YTo MOATBEPKIEHO JOCTOBEPHBIM MPEBOCX0ACTBOM Il ombIT-
HO# rpymmsl Ha 5,4 % Hax | onsrtHOH, 1 IV rpynmoii Ha 20,8 % (P<0,05) — maz 11 rpynmoii.

Brxurouenue B paumos I rpymnmel no6asku Jlecumaxc [pemuym B no3e 0,05 % (I rpymnmna) u coeBo-
ro germtuHa 0,1 % (III rpynma) He oka3ano 3HAYUTEIHHOTO BIUSHMS Ha MokaszaTrenu pocTa. K KoHIry
ONBITHOrO Nepuoja uplmiATa Il oneITHON rpynnbl NPEeBOCXOAMWIN CBEPCTHUKOB U3 KOHTpoJid Ha 7,9 %. B
CBOIO o4epens B IV onmbITHOH rpymiie pa3Huma ¢ KOHTposeM coctaBuia 7,3 % (puc. 1).

Taxum 00pa3zoM, BKIIIOYEHHE B pannoH 106aBok Jlecumakc [Ipemuym u coeBoro jenuTnHa B Mak-
CHUMAaJIbHBIX TO3MPOBKAX COMPOBOXKIACTCS BBHICOKOH IMOENEMOCTHI0 KOpMa, YTO B COBOKYIHOCTH obecrie-
YHMBAET MAKCUMAJIbHBINA MTPUPOCT KUBOU MACCHI.




JKusomuoeodcmeo u kopmonpouszeoocmeo 2021 / Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2021,104(4)

OU3NOJIOIUsA JKUBOTHBIX/ PHYSIOLOGY OF ANIMALS 209

Tabnuna 3. JlunaMuKa eskeHeqeJIbHOT0 MPUPOCTA HBINJIAT-0pPOilJIepoB, T

Table 3. Dynamics of weekly growth of chickens-broilers, g

I'pynna / Bospacr, cyTok / Age, days
Group 7 -14 | 14-21 21-28 28-35 35-42

Konrpomnshas/
Control 171,10+8.48 276,50+13,12 445,20+20,55 670,40+£31,84 650,80+7,74
I onpiTHAS /
1 experimental 175,70£7,99 195,90+8,33? 461,70£23,05 722,80+18,09 674,40+£27,95
II onpiTHAs /
1l experimental 156,40+6,37 322,6+15,86*°  538,1+20,822" 734,6+£23,37 710,8+24,89*
III onprTHAs /
11l experimental 167,50+5,83 240,50+9,10% 534,3+14,10% 667,2+23,03 562,6+25,48%
IV ombrtHas /
1V experimental 172,10+7,73 278,90+8,92 ¢ 522,1+24,23? 786,8+31,812¢  679,80+£22,70°¢

[Ipumeuanue: * — P<0,05 nmpu cpaBHEHUU KOHTPOJIBHOM U ONBITHBIX TPYIIIL,

®_ P<0,05 npu cpasuenuu I u II onbITHBIX Ty,
¢—P<0,05 mpu cpaBHenuu III u IV onbiTHBIX rpynm.

Note: * — P<0.05 comparing the control and experimental groups,
® — P<0.05 comparing I and II experimental groups,
¢ —P<0.05 comparing III and IV experimental groups.
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Puc. 1 — JInHaMuKa )KMBOH MACChI ONIBITHBIX IPYIII, OTHOCUTEIbHO KOHTPOJIsI, Yo
Figure 1 — Dynamics of live weight of experimental groups, relative to control, %

Jlunuouwitl npoguib col6OPOMKU KpPOSU YbINIAM-0poliiepos. BHOXUMUYECKHE TTOKA3aTeNId ChIBO-
POTKH KPOBH OTOOpakatoT MeTabOINYECKHE IPOIIECCHI, TPOTEKAIOIINE B Opranu3Me. BriroueHue B paru-
oH KopMoBoii nobaBku Jlecumakc [Ipemnym B mo3e 0,05 % (I ombiTHas rpynma) Ha 21 CYyTKH COIIPOBOXK-
JIAJIOCHh CHIDKEeHUeM xojectepuna Ha 8,7 %, JIIIBII — ua 4,2 %. [ToMmumo 3TOTO OBUIO YCTAHOBJICHO TO-
BBIIIICHHE TPUTIULIEpUIOB Ha 26,9 % (P<0,05), JITTHIT — na 7,1 % u nunassl — Ha 11,7 % OTHOCUTENHHO

KOHTPOJISL.
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YBenuuenue a03b1 Jlecumakce [Ipemuym no 0,1 % (Il ombITHAs rpynmna) IPUBOIUT K CHHXKCHHIO
xonecreprHa Ha 7,88 % (P<0,05), TT" —na 21,9 % (P<0,05), JIIBII u JITHII — Ha 46,9 % (P<0,05) u 55,9 % (P<0,05)
OTHOCHTENBHO KOHTPOJIS, HAa ()OHE MOBBIMIEHNS aKTUBHOCTH innassl Ha 54,3 % (P<0,05) otHOCHTENHHO
KOHTPOJIbHBIX 3HAYCHUH.

IIpu cpaBuenuu 1 u Il onbITHBIX Tpymnm HaOMIOTAETCS CHIDKEHHME YPOBHS TpUINIMLIEpHIOB Ha 38,5 %
(P<0,05), JIIIBII — na 44,7 % (P<0,05) u JIITHII — Ha 58,9 % (P<0,05). 3HaunTenpHBIX H3MEHEHUH XOIe-
CTepUHA HE HAOIIOIACTCA.

B cBoro ouepens BBeneHHE B paluoH coeBoro jJenutuHa B go3e 0,1 % (11l rpymnna) BeI3Baio cHU-
keHue Tpuraunepuaos Ha 11,2 %, JITIBII u JIITHII — wa 15,7 % (P<0,05) u 19,0 % (P<0,05). B To Bpems
KOHIICHTPAIUS XOJIECTePHHA HAXOIUTCS B MpeaesiaX KOHTPOJIBHBIX 3HAYCHUH, a JINIAa3a YBEIHNIWIACH Ha
4,9 %.

Brumtouenwne B paruon [V rpymnmsr coeBoro neruruHa B 103¢ 0,2 % CONMpOBOMXKAAIOCH CHIKCHUEM
tpurnuiepunos Ha 20,9 % (P<0,05), ysenuuenuem JIIIBII u JIIIHII na 24,7 % (P<0,05) u 19,0 %
(P<0,05) cooTBeTCTBEHHO OTHOCUTEIHFHO KOHTPOJIS.

Ha 42 cytku B I, Il u IV OIBITHBIX TpyNIax ypoBeHb TPUINIMIEPHIOB B CHIBOPOTKE OBLT HIXKE,
YeM y UBIUIAT, TONTyYaBIIUX BHICOKOIHEPIeTUYECKHH pannoH 0e3 sMyJbraropa (KOHTPOJbHAs TPYIIa),
Ha 5,5 %, 13,9 % u 19,4 % cootBercTBeHHO. YpoBeHb xoiectepuna B 11 u IV rpynmax mosslmazics Ha
11,6 % u 14,0 % (P<0,05) oTHOCHTENEHO KOHTPOJIBHBIX 3HAUCHHH (Ta0II. 5).

Tabnuua 5. BuoXuMU4YecKue NOKa3aTe/iM CHIBOPOTKH KPOBHU UBILIAT-0pPoiijiepoB B Bo3pacte
28 u 42 cyT, B 3KcnIepUMeHTe (ONBIT B YCJI0BUAX BUBapus, n=20)
Table 5. Biochemical parameters of blood serum of chickens-broilers at the age of 28 and 42 days
in the experiment (experiment in a vivarium, n=20)

I'pynna / Group
Ioka3aTens / Index KOHTPOJIb- I 1 I v
Has/ Control
28 cyrkn / 28 days

XonectepuH, MMOJIB/JT /

Cholesterol, mmol /I 2,4140,102 2,20+0,085 2,22+0,091 2,410,087  2,26+0,113
TT', mmons/n / Tg, mmol /1 4,83+0,201 6,13£0,265%  3,77+£0,122%  4,294+0,206  3,82+0,069°
JITIBII, mmonw/n / HDL, mmol/l 1,66+0,063 1,59+40,062 0,88+0,013%  1,40+0,054* 2,07+0,088%¢
JITTHIT, mmons/n / LDL, mmol /I 0,84+0,041 0,90+0,034 0,37£0,014%®  0,68+0,032® 1,00+0,0442¢
Jlvnaza, En/n / Lipase, U/l 14,42+0,641 16,10+0,744  22,26+0,998%® 151240240  14,28+0,692

42 cyrku / 42 days

XonectepuH, MMOJIB/JT /

Cholesterol, mmol/ [ 2,58+0,057 2,61+0,163 2,53+0,080 2,88+0,182 2,94+0,092?
TT', mmons/n / Tg, mmol /I 0,36+0,088 0,34+0,032 0,31+0,064 0,36+0,014  0,29+0,013¢
JIMBIL, mmons/n / HDL, mmol/l 1,65+0,074 1,61+0,039 1,69+0,055 1,670,077  1,64+0,064
JITTHIT, mmons/n / LDL, mmol A | 0,730,012 0,68+0,032 0,73+0,024 0,68+0,030  0,77+£0,017°¢
Jlunaza, En/n / Lipase, U/l 24,70+£0,428  24,62+0,611  24,10+0,285  23,52+0,997 2542+0,213

ITpumeuanue: * — P<0,05 npu cpaBHEHUU KOHTPOJILHOW U ONBITHBIX Py,
®_ P<0,05 npu cpauennu I u I1 ONBITHBIX TPy,
¢—P<0,05 npu cpaBHenuu III u IV onbiTHBIX rpynm.

Note: * — P<0.05 comparing the control and experimental groups,

® _ P<0.05 comparing I and II experimental groups,

¢ —P<0.05 comparing III and IV experimental groups
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Takum 00pa3oM, KOHIIEHTPALUs METaOOINUTOB JTUIHIHOTO OOMEHA HAIPAMYIO 3aBUCUT OT BHJA U
JI03bl 3MYJIbraTopa.

O0cy:k1eHne MOJIyYeHHBIX Pe3yJbTaTOB.

PacTturenbHble KHUp — 3TO HauboJIee YaCTO UCIOIB3yEMbI BRICOKOIHEPTETUYECKHH KOMIIOHEHT B
KOpMax JJIsl ITUIEI. MHOTOYHCIICHHBIE HCCIEI0BAHNS TTOKA3aIH, YTO BBEICHUE Macia B PAallHOHBI TIOBHI-
IaeT KOHIIEHTPAIMIO SHEPTHH, yIydIIaeT MPOIYKTHBHOCTh U TOBHIMAET 3((EKTUBHOCTH IPOU3BOJICTBA
(Peebles ED et al., 2000; Meng X et al., 2004; Zampiga M et al., 2016).

OcHoBHOU (pyHKIIMOHAJI AMyJbraTopa 3akKiouyaeTcsl B CIIOCOOHOCTH K 0Opa3oBaHUIO SMYJIbCUN
JKUPa, BOCTIOTHEHUIO Ae(DUITUTA KEITTHOIN KUCIOTHI U INNAa3bl B MHUIIEBAPUTEIILHOM TPAKTE, KaK CICICTBUE
MIPUBOJUT K MOBEHIIICHUIO UCIIONB30BaHUS JKUPA OPraHN3MOM. MHOTHUMH HCCIICTOBAHUSMH BBISBICHO, UTO
BKITIOUCHUE MYJIBraTOPOB B PAIliOH MOXET croco0cTBoBaTh pocty (Allahyari-Bake S and Jahanian R,
2017; Boontiam W et al., 2017; Zhao PY and Kim IH, 2017; Bontempo V et al., 2018).

B skcmepumente Habmomanach TEHICHIMS YBEIHMUCHHSI )KMBOH MAaCCHl LBIUIAT-OpOMIEpOB mpHu
BKITIOUCHAW B PAIMOH AMYJbraTopa Ha OCHOBE JienuTHHA. OTHAKO JKETaeMbI MPOAYKTUBHBIN 3ddext
OBLT MOJTyYeH HE BO BCEX ONBITHBIX rpymmnax. Tak, Mbl HaOJFOJaId OTCYTCTBUE TMOTCHIIMPOBAHUS POCTa
LBIUIIT-OpoiiiepoB Ha (OHE BBEICHUS B PALlMOH MUHUMAJIBHBIX U3 UCHOIb3yeMbIX 103 (0,1 % neunutuna
u 0,05 % Jlecumakc IIpemuywm). IlonoxuTenpbHoe BIUSHUE SMYIbraToOpa B PAlMOH HA IOKA3aTEIH POCTA
MOJKET OBITh CBSI3aHO C YJIYYIIICHUEM BKYCOBBIX Ka4eCTB, IIOBBIIICHHEM CKOPOCTH MEPEBAPUBAHUS KHUPOB,
YTO MPHUBOJIMT K YBeIMUeHHIO oTpedneHus kopMma (Siyal FA et al., 2017; Roy A et al., 2010; Zosangpuii
et al., 2011). DMynbraTopsl COCOOCTBYIOT YCHICHUIO MEPEBApUBAHUSA U aOCOPOINH KHUPa, YTO YBEITUIH-
BaeT npoayktuBHOCTh (Tan HS et al., 2016). CoBMecTHOE CKapMIIMBaHHE SMYJIBTaTOPOB C PACTUTEIHHBIM
JKUPOM 3HAYHTENIBHO YBEIUYHMBACT MOKA3ATEIH POCTA M YIIYUIIAET YCBOSEMOCTh KUPHBIX KHCIOT (Zhang
B et al., 2011). ITokazatenu noenaeMoct kopma mplissTamu [ v [11 onbITHRIX TPy HA MPOTSHKEHUH BCE-
ro 3KCIIEPUMEHTa HaXOAWIHNCH B IMpefeiax KOHTPOJIbHBIX 3HaYeHHH. Bo3MoxHO, MOT0OHBIN pe3ynbTaT
MIOJTYYEeH BCIIEACTBHH HCIIONB30BAHMU HUKHUAX TPaHUI] JO30BOTO IHAINa30HA, PEKOMEHIYEMOTO MPOU3BO-
muteneM. [loBeimenne 1035l B 2 pa3a 00SCIEUMIIO BEICOKUE TEMITHI POCTa U, KaK CIEICTBHE, MIPOYKTHUB-
HOCTb.

JKup, BBOOUMEI B pallioH, MOKET U3MEHITHh KOHIIEHTPAIMIO METa0OJUTOB JUIUIHOTO 0OMEeHa B
cbIBOpoTKe, Takux kak 1T, xonecrepun, JIIIBIT u JITTHII. TToHsiTHO, 9TO B Peryisiiiuyd KOHIICHTPAIIMH XO-
JecTepuHa B IDIa3Me 3aJCHCTBOBAaHBI MHOXKECTBEHHBIC MEXAHH3MEI, BKIIIOUAs IOTJIOIICHHUE ITEYCHBIO
JITIBIT u merabonm3m nunuaoB B 1enoM (Alvarenga RR et al., 2011). Mcnons30oBaHue 3MYJIEraTopoB
CHIDKACT MOBEPXHOCTHOE HATSKCHHE JKHMpa M BOMBI, yIyUIIaeT CMEIIMBAaHUE OBYX (a3 W yBEIHMUHBACT
BCaCchIBaHUE W HCIONb30BaHue XUpoB (An Ji Seon et al., 2020; Jansen M et al., 2015 ). /lokazano, 4ro
¢usmonoruueckas CrrocoOHOCTh K YCBOGHHUIO KHMPa Y MOJOABIX LBIUIAT-OpoiiyiepoB pa3BuTa Cinabo U K
1,5...3,5-HenenpHOMY BO3pacTy 3HaunTenbHO yiayumaercs (Zhao PY and Kim IH, 2017; Chen C et al,,
2019). ITokazaTenu KOHIICHTpAIIMU XoJiecTepruHa Ha 21 CyTKH ObUTM HIDKE B OMBITHBIX TpyMMax Mo CpaB-
HCHHUIO C KOHTPOJEM, YTO MOIATBEpXkAaeT d(H(HEKTUBHOCTH HCIIONB30BAHMS AMYIBTaTOPOB B CTAPTOBBIMA
HEePHOI.

MHorue aBTOpBI UCCIEA0BAIN BIMSAHUE 3MYJIbraTopa Ha JTUMUIHBIN NPO(UIs CBIBOPOTKU KPOBU Y
NITUI, U TIOJIYYCHHBIE pe3yJIbTaThl HeoqHO3HauHbl. Huang J u coaBTopsl (2007) B CBOMX HCCIIEIOBAaHUAX
BBISIBUJIM, UTO KOHIEHTpamus XojecrepuHa u JIITHII B chiBOpoTKe OBLIA CHM)KEHA COCBBIM JICITUTHHOM,
toraa kak JIIIBIT u Tg noeemmanucek (Huang J et al., 2007). Wang JP ¢ xomieramu (2016) HaGmoganu
MOBBIIIEHHBIE KOHLIeHTpauuu xonectepuna u JIITHII, no we JIIIBIL, y UpImisr, moayyaBIInX 3MyJIbraTop
(Wang JP et al., 2016). Bontempo V u coaptopsl (2018) cooOmuIm, 9To IpHU UCIIOIB30BAHUH 3MYJIbIaTO-
pa yBenuuuBaerTcs cojaepxkanue xonecrepuna u JIIIBII. Hamwm nccnenoanus nokasaiu, 4To COACp KaHUE
TT" Ha 42 cyTKH OBUTO 3HAYUTENHFHO HIXKE B ONBITHBIX IPYIINax, 4eM B KOHTPOJIE, YTO YKa3bIBAET HA aKTH-
BU3AIIMIO MeTa00JIM3Ma JTUITHIOB, ¥ MIOATBEpKAaeTcs moaooHbsIMU uccienoBanusamu (Cho JH et al., 2012).
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Konnentpauus JIIIHII siBnsieTcst MHAUKATOPOM Kak pa3jioKEHUs], TaK U TPAHCIIOPTa JUMUAOB y
skuBOTHBIX. YpoBHU JITTHII B KpoBU y NTUII OTHOCUTENHEHO MOCTOSIHHBI M OTPAXKAIOT JOCTYITHOCTh XOJe-
CTepUHA W TPUTIHUIEPUIOB I TKaHeBoro MeTabomusma (Hu XQ et al., 2019). B II rpynme (0,1 % Jlecu-
makc [IpemMuym) HaOm0JaeTCsl HE3HAYUTENBHO pasnuune B koHieHTparmu JINBIT u JITTHIT B cpaBHeHNH
C KOHTpoJeM, B TO Bpemst fobasnenue 0,2 % nenuruna (IV rpynmna) cnocodctBoBaio nosbimeHuo JITHIT
Ha 5,5 %.

JlumuHele METa0ONMHUTHL B KPOBH TECHO CBSA3aHBI C 3HEpreTHUecKMM odMeHoMm (Zhao JP et al.,
2009). B 1ienoM MoBBIIICHHBIE YPOBHHU JIUIIAOB YKAa3bIBAIOT HA YCUJICHHUE JIUTIOJIN3a, B TO BpEMs KaK HU3-
KAW JIUOUIHBIA TpOQHIb KPOBU OTPAXKAET MOBBIIICHHYIO CKOPOCTh TPAHCHOPTHPOBKH aMUHOKHCIOT H
YCWICHHUH JTUITHIHOTO MeTaboIM3Ma ¢ MOCICAYIOIUM CHIYKEHHEM OToKeHus xupa (Piotrowska A et al.,
2011). B HacTosAmeM HccIe0BaHUN aHAIHU3 JUIAAHOTO MPOGHIIS CHIBOPOTKH KPOBU CBHJICTEIBCTBYET 00
00IIIeM MOBBIIEHNH JOCTYITHOCTH JIMMUAOB MPH CKapMIIMBAaHUH panoHa ¢ 100aBIeHHEM SMYJIbraTopoB.

3akuoueHue.

Takum oOpaszom, BkiItodeHue B panuoHn Jlecumakc [Ipemuym B no3e 0,1 % u coeBoro ieuuTuHa B
no3e 0,2 % compoBOXIaeTCsl BHICOKOH MOEAEMOCThI0O KOPMa, YTO B COBOKYITHOCTH 00€CIIeUYnBaeT MaKCH-
MaJIbHBIA MPUPOCT KUBOH MAacChl, BOCIIOJHEHUE Ne(QHUIUTA JIHIa3bl B MHUIEBAPUTEIILHOM TPaKTe, Kak
CJIC/ICTBHE MPUBOUT K MOBBIIICHHUIO UCIIOJIL30BAHUS JKUPA OPTaHU3MOM, YTO OCOOCHHO 3HAYUMO B MOJIO-
JIOM Bo3pacTe. AHAJIN3 METa0OINTOB JMITUIHOTO 0OMEHA MOATBEPkKAaeT 3P (HEKTUBHOCTD MCIIOIb30BAHMS
9MYJIBI'aTOPOB B CTAPTOBBIN MEPUO/.
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