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300TEXHUA

BnnsiHue KOPMOBbIX ,060aBOK OTEYEeCTBEHHOro
NPOU3BOACTBA HAa 34,0POBbE KULLEYHUKA KYP
PE3IOME

B cTaTbe npeacTaBneHbl pesybTaThl U3y4eHWst BIUSHUS Pa3fnyHbIX KOPMOBbLIX 06aBOK — afacopbeHTa
«MycTtana» Ha ocHoBe MuHepana wyHrut (OO0 «HapBowukmii 3aBop TAM» Purecarelia, Poccus),
npebuoTuka «Betenakt» (000 «HBL, ArposeT3awmTa», Poccus), npobuoTuka «MpodopT» 1 drutobroTmka
«MHTebro» (000 «Buotpod», Poccus); depmeHtHoro npenapata «dupbect P» (MO «Cnbbrodapm»,
Poccus). Bbinv npoBeaeHbl ABE CEPUM SKCNEPUMEHTOB B YCI0BUSIX BUBapWsi. B nepBOM ONbITE C KOHTPONEM
cpaBHVBanu aelicTeue npebuotuka «BeTtenakT» u copbeHta «MycTana», a BO BTOPOM — AeiCTBUE TPEX
npenapaTos: npobuotuka «Mpodopt», utobuotrka «UHTEOMO», depmeHTHON pobaskm «Dupbect
P». [lanee oueHKy npebuoTrka «BeTenakT» NpoBeN B YCIOBUSX MPOMbILJIEHHOTO COAEPXaHUS Kyp —
Ha ntuuedabprke 000 «[MTnuedabpuka “JInHooBckas” — nnemeHHon 3aBoa» Huxeropoackon obnactu.
MprMeHeHe NPOBMOTUKOB, KaK MPaBWIO, NMPUBOAUT K YBENMYEHMIO YMCIEHHOCTU KaKOro-TO OLHOro-
[BYX BUZI0B NMONIE3HON MMKPOGDNOPSI, TaK Kak B CBOEM COCTaBE COLEPXUT OAMH MM HECKOMBKO LUTAMMOB
NonesHbIX MMUKPOOPraHU3MOB. B AaHHOM vccnepoBaHWM Npu UchbiTaHuy npobuoTtrka «MpodopT» B
MUKPOBKMOTE Clenblx OTPOCTKOB HabMoaancs pocT nakTobakTepuid, x coaepXaHue yBenmumnoch onee
yem B 2,5 pasa. MpebroTrkM MMEIOT B CBOEM COCTaBe NTaTesbHble BELLECTBA A1 MUKPOOPTraHU3MOB 1
MOTyT CTUMY/SIMPOBATb POCT CPa3y HECKONbKUX BUAOB. B nccnefoBaHuy npy npuMeHeHun npebroTmka
«BeTenakT» oTMeyanock ysenuyenne 6udupo- n naktobakrepuini — Ha 42,9% n 14,6% COOTBETCTBEHHO.
Mpenapartbl, He NpefHa3HaYeHHble AN MPSIMOr0 BO3AEWCTBUS Ha MUKPOBUOTY, Takme Kak COpOeHThI,
depmeHThl, GUTOBMOTUKM, OKa3bIBAIOT ONOCPEA0BAHHOE BANSHME HA MUKPOBHBI NPOdUIb, 4TO HE BCeraa
[aeT nonoxutenbHbll addekT. Tak, nobaska B kopM depmeHTa «Puadect P» npusena K yBeNMYeHuIo B
MMKpoBMOoTE YMcna nakTobakTepuii B 4 pasa, a copbeHTa «MycTana» — K CHUXEHWIO YMcna nakTobakTepuia
B 2,3 pasa.

KntoyeBsble c/10Ba: HECYLLKU, UMMYHUTET, MKPOOMOTA KM LLEYHMKA, NPOAYKTUBHOCTb, MAaTOreHHas
Mukpodiopa, NPobuoTMKM, NPedUoTKK, GUTOBUOTUKM, UMMYHOCTUMYASTOPLI

Ansa yntuposanns: Kounw U.N., MacHaukosa O.B., MotnH M.C. BnnsiHne KOpMOBbIX A00aBOK OTeve-
CTBEHHOIO NPOU3BOACTBA HA 3[,0POBbLE KULLIEYHMKA Kyp. ArpapHas Hayka. 2024; 389(12): 58-63.
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The effect of feed additives of domestic
production on the intestinal health of laying hens

ABSTRACT

The article presents the results of studying the effect of various feed additives — adsorbent “Mustala”
based on the mineral shungite (LLC “Nadvoitsky plant TDM” Purecarelia, Russia), prebiotic “Vetelact” (LLC
“NVTS Agrovetzashchita”, Russia), probiotic “Profort” and phytobiotic “Intebio” (LLC “Biotrof”, Russia);
enzyme preparation “Fidbest R” (ACCORDING to Sibbiopharm, Russia). Two series of experiments were
conducted in vivarium conditions. In the first experiment, the effect of the “Vetelact” prebiotic and the
“Mustala” sorbent was compared with the control, and in the second, the effect of three drugs: the “Profort”
probiotic, the “Intebio” phytobiotic, and the “Feedbest R” enzyme supplement. Further, the evaluation of
the “Vetelact” prebiotic was carried out in the conditions of industrial chicken keeping — at the poultry farm
of LLC «Poultry Farm “Lindovskaya” — breeding plant» of the Nizhny Novgorod region.

The use of probiotics, as a rule, leads to an increase in the number of one or two types of beneficial
microflora, since it contains one or more strains of beneficial microorganisms. In this study, when testing
the probiotic “Profort” in the microbiota of blind processes, an increase in lactobacilli was observed, their
contentincreased by more than 2.5 times. Prebiotics contain nutrients for microorganisms and can stimulate
the growth of several species at once. In the study, when using the “Vetelact” prebiotic, an increase in
bifidobacteria and lactobacilli was noted — by 42.9% and 14.6%, respectively. Drugs that are not intended
to directly affect the microbiota, such as sorbents, enzymes, and phytobiotics, have an indirect effect on
the microbial profile, which does not always have a positive effect. Thus, the addition of the feed enzyme
“Feedbest R” led to an increase in the number of lactobacilli in the microbiota by 4 times, and the sorbent
“Mustala” led to a decrease in the number of lactobacilli by 2.3 times.

Key words: laying hens, immunity, intestinal microbiota, productivity, pathogenic microflora, probiotics,
prebiotics, phytobiotics, immunostimulants
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BeepeHune/Introduction

OPPEKTUBHOCTb YCBOEHUS KOPMOB Yy UbIMAAT ca-
Masi BblCOKasi cpeau CelbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX XMBOTHbIX,
a y Kyp-Hecylek — BTopasi No apPeKTUBHOCTU Npu ne-
pecyeTe Ha eaMHULY NPOou3BOAMMON npoaykuun. OgHUM
M3 OCHOBHbIX TPUITEPOB MNULLEBAPUTENBHOIO Mnpouecca
ABNSAETCS MUKPOOHbIN COCTaB KMLLEYHMKa, Tak kak 6e3 Mu-
KPOOPraHN3MOoB HE MPONCXOAUT NMOSIHOLEHHOMO pacLuenne-
HUSI N YCBOEHWSI KOPMOBbIX MHIPeaueHToB [1, 2].

CoBpeMeHHas Hayka Mo3Bosinia yCTaHOBUTb BIMSIHUE
cocTaBa MUKPOOMOMa KMLLEYHUKA HA ero pyHKLUMOHAbHbIE
KayeCcTBa 1 TEM CaMbIM MPOABUHYTLCS B U3Y4EHNV BO3MOX-
HOCTEN HanpaBf€HHOro BO3AENCTBUS Ha COCTaB MUKPO-
61OTbI, KOTOpPas MO3BONNUT YKPENUTbL 340POBbLE, YNYyYLUNTb
3P DEKTUBHOCTE U MPOAOIIKUTENBHOCTE MPOAYKTUBHOMO
LKA XUBOTHbIX U MTULLBI.

B nTuueBoncTBe psa MCCnenoBaHWM MOCBSLLEHbI M-
LEeBapeHmIo y LbINAST-0poinnepoB, Y KOTOPbIX MUKPOOHLIE
coobLiecTBa OTIMYAOTCA OT COOOLWECTB Hecyllek [3-6].
Bporinepsbl N HECYLLKN UMEIOT Pa3HYIO NPOAOMIKUTENBHOCTb
XWN3HN B 0OBLIYMHOM KOMMEPYECKOM MPOU3BOACTBE U Bhbipa-
LMBAKOTCS B pasdHbIX YCOBUSX CO cneunduieckumm Tpe-
60BaHVAMM MO COCTaBY NUTATENILHOCTU KOPMOB, NO3TOMY
COCTaB MUKPOOMOTHI KULIEYHUKA Yy NTULBI 3TUX ABYX Ha-
npaBfeHin NTULEBOACTBA pasnuyeH [4, 5].

ANLEHOCKOCTb HEeCyLeK Yy COBPEMEHHbIX KPOCCOB Kyp
noaxoamuT K CBOEMY MakCUManbHOMY YPOBHIO C TOYKWN 3pe-
HUS1 YCOBEPLLEHCTBOBAHUS 3TOr0 nokasatenst CenekumoH-
HO-rEHETUYECKNMUN METOOAMN.

3a nocnegHve OecATUNETUS YCUNUS CenekuMOHEpPOoB
OblN HanpaBfeHbl Ha YBEMYEHWE MNPOAOSIKUTENLHOCTU
NPOAYKTUBHOIO LMKIa U TEM CaMbIM Ha NosnyvyeHre 60nb-
Lero KomyecTBa vy, OT OOHOM Hecylku 3a umkn [7, 8].
MoaToMy ocobyto akTyalbHOCTb NPMOBPETAET COXPaHEHNE
3[0POBbS U XNU3HECTIOCOBHOCTM MOrofIoBbsl, YTOOLI B KaX-
OOM CTage noay4mTb MakCUMyM SUYHOMN MacChl.

3a NpoayKTUBHBINM LMK HA HECYLLIKY BO3AENCTBYET MHO-
XECTBO HeraTMBHbIX PakTOPOB, CMOCOOHbLIX CHU3UTbL e€e CO-
npoTMBAsSEeMOCTb. B nepByto oyepenp 9T0 CTPecChl KOPMO-
BOIO N TEXHOJIOMMYECKOIro XapakTepa 1 NOBbILLAIOLWLNACA B
NTUYHUKE BakTepuanbHblil GOH. N3BECTHO, YTO KULLEYHMUK
NTULUBl UTPaeT OrPOMHYIO POJib B €€ UMMYHUTETE, NO3TO-
My 0Cc060€ BHMMaHMe B JaHHbIX UCCeA0BaHUSX YAensieTcs
acnekTy 300pO0Bbs XenyaoyHo-knwedHoro Tpakta (OKKT) u
dakTopam, cnocobHbIM NOBAUATL Ha Hero [6, 9].

3noposbe XKT onpeaensoT kak cnocobHOCTb NuLLIEBa-
PUTENBHOW CUCTEMBI BbIMOJIHATbL HOPMaJibHble GU3NONOrU-
yeckue GyHKUUU, NOAAEPXNBATE TOMEOCTA3 U TEM CaMbIiM
MPOTUBOCTONATb CTPECCY — MHDEKLUMNOHHOMY U HENHDEKLUM-
oHHOMY. COCTOSIHME NULLLEBAPUTENBHOM CUCTEMBI BKJItOYa-
€T Takue NMOHATUSA, KakK «CTPYKTYPHAs LLeNOCTHOCTb KuLLeY-
HUKa», «BanaHc MUKPOGIOPbI» U «COCTOSAHWE MMMYHHOW
cuctembl» [11]. OgHako non, 340POBbEM KULLEYHMKA B Ha-
CTOSILLEE BPEMS MOHMMAIOT HE TOJIbKO MULLLEEBAPUTENBHBIE
DYHKUMM, HO 1 CNOCOBHOCTb 3ALUTUTD OT KMLLEYHbIX NaTo-
reHOB M NOTEHLMAaN UMMYHHOW CUCTEMbI OTBEYATb Ha N3Me-
HEHWS OKpYXatoLLLen cpeapl.

CoBpeMEHHbIE UCCNeaoBaHNsa nokasanam, 4T0 UMMYHU-
TeT NTUUbl BO MHOMOM CBsi3aH cO 380poBbeM XKT un ero
MUKPOOBHLIM cocTaBoM [9-11]. Comepxunmoe XKT cocTo-
UT U3 COBOKYMHOCTM MUKPOOPraHM3MOB PasnnyHbIX BUAOB,
B OCHOBHOM 0GakTepuii, rpnbKOBbIX, OAHOKNETOYHbIX U BU-
PYCHbIX MUKPOOPraHM3moB. Bcé aTo n coctaBnsieT MUKpO-
dnopy XKT. PazButmne aTon MUKPO3KOSIOrMYECKON CUCTE-
Mbl HQYMHAETCH cpady Nocfie BbiBOAA LbIMEHKA U3 AnUa,
C Hayanom kneBaHus (gaxe 00 Havana notpebneHus Kop-
Ma, BoAbl) 6akTepuranbHble MUKPOOPraHN3Mbl MOCTYNaoT B

ZO0TECHNICS I

KULLIEYHVK N3 OKPYXaIoLLEero Bo3ayxa, kopma v oT Jiogen,
paboTaloLmx C ubinasTaMmm nocne BolBoga. Kaxaplii n3 aTmx
BHELUHNX MCTOYHNKOB MOXET BNUSATb HA GOPMUMPOBAHNE U
passuTtne Mnkpodnopsel knweyHmka [12, 13].

JokazaHo, YTO coCTaB MMKPOOMOTHI KULLIEYHUKA MEHSI-
eTca B 3aBUMCMMOCTM OT BO3pacTa Hecyllek, reHotuna u
cuctembl npomnssoacTea [6, 12]. MetabonuTtbl MMKpPOGMO-
Tbl KULIEYHMKA, TakMe Kak KOPOTKOLEMNOYEYHbIE XWMPHbIE
KWUCNOTbl, MHAON, TPUNTaMWH, BUTaMWHbI 1 GakTepuoum-
Hbl, YHaCTBYIOT B NEPEKPECTHOM B3aMMOAENCTBUM XO35U-
Ha N MUKPOOMOTHI, NOAAEPXaHUN GapbepHO OYHKLUN 1
WMMYHHOM roMeocTase. Pe3naeHTHble YneHbl MUKPOBMO-
Tbl KALLIEYHWKA OrPaHMYMBAOT M KOHTPOAMPYIOT KOSIOHU-
3aumMio MuLLEBBLIX natoreHoB. [loGaeneHne npebuoTukoB
N NPOBMOTUKOB B KOPM YKPENSieT MUKPOOUOTY KULLEYHN-
Ka Ans ynyyweHns npoaykTMBHOCTU X035iMHa U YCTONYMBO-
CTW K KOJIOHN3AUMWN KULLEYHBIMU NaTOreHaMm, TakKMMm Kak
Salmonella n Campylobacter.

MexaHn3mbl geicTemns nNpebruoTMKoB M NPOBUOTUKOB
3akfyalTca B BblpaboOTKe OpraHMYeckux KUCIOT, akTu-
BaUMMN WMMYHHOM CUCTEMbI XO35MHA 1 BbIPpabOTKE aHTU-
MUKPOOHbIX areHToB. KaHampaaTel Ha ponb NPoOUOTMKOB,
BKNO4as nsonatel Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium, Bacillus,
Saccharomyces v Faecalibacterium, nokasanu mMHoroobe-
LwaloLme pesynbtartbl B OTHOLLEHMM NOBbILWeHns 6e3onac-
HOCTU NULLEBLIX NMPOAYKTOB 1 30,0P0BbSA KMLLeYHuKa. Kpome
TOro, psig, CNOXHbIX YrNIEBOAOB, BKIOYAS MAaHHO3HbIE ONN-
rocaxapuabl, GpyKToonurocaxapuapl U ranaktoonmrocaxa-
puabl, a TakKKe UHYIMH SBASIOTCS NePCNekKTUBHBIMU KaHaN-
fartamMu ans ynydieHus 340poBbs kuwwedHunka [13].

CocTtaB MUKPOBUOTbI KULLEYHMKA MOXHO YAYHLNTb W
YKPENUTb PasfinyHbIMK npenapaTtamuy, CoOAepXallmmm Kak
XVBbIE MUKPOOPraHn3Mmebl, Tak U NpebrnoTruieckne KoMmno-
HEHTbI, PACTUTENbHbIE KOMMOHEHTbI, GEPMEHTbI, COPOEHTHI
MUKOTOKCUHOB. M3y4eHne OCHOBHBIX NPUHLMINOB AENCTBUS
OMONOrMYECKN aKTUBHbIX [0OaBOK 06ecneyYnBaeT yBepeH-
HOCTb B MCMOJIb30BaHMM Takux 400aBOK 1 B TepaneBTnye-
CKUX LLensx.

Mpo6BUOTMKN MOTYT NCNOJIb30BaTLCS Kak B KA4eCTBeE Npo-
PuUnakTNYecknx, Tak U TepaneBTUYECKMX NpenapaToB s
aKTMBaLLMM SKCNPECCUN LUTOKVUHOB C LLESTbIO MOAYNSLIAN M-
MYHHOW CUCTEMBbI X035iIMHA NPOTUB NaTtoreHoB. OaHaKko Obio
3aMeYeHo, 4TO Ha B3POCHbIX Kypax-HecyLlkax ¢ yxe chop-
MMPOBaHHbLIM MUKPOBNOMOM BCEX OTAENOB KULLEYHNKA BBOL,
NPoGMOTUKOB B KOPM [AET 3HAYMTENbHO MEHEE BblPaXEeH-
HbI 3 dEKT, YHeM Ha MoNoaHsIke. Hanbonee BEPOSTHO 3TO
CBSI3aHO C TEM, YTO MMKPOBUNOTA KLLEYHMKA Y MOSTIOAO0M NTU-
Lbl HAXOAMUTCS B CTaanm GOPMUPOBaHNS U TyyLle MOAYNPY-
eTcsa NpobuoTrkamu, Yem y B3pocnon ntuupl [12, 14].

Takmm 06pa3om, NpaBuiibHO NoA0OpPaHHbIA BUA 61Uono-
rMYecKn akTMBHOM A06GaBKM 1 ee 03MPOBKA MOTYT OKasaTb
NOJIOXUTENIbHOE BANSIHWE Ha CTPYKTYPY HE TOJIbKO COO-
CTBEHHO MUKPOOWNOTLI, HO 1 HA MOPdONOrMYECKNN COCTaB
ANUTENNANbLHOM TKaHW knweyvHuka [13, 15].

[Ans nopnepxaHuns 340POBbS NULLLEBAPUTENIBHOMO TPak-
Ta NTUUBI HA NPOTSXEHUN €€ XM3HWN pa3paboTaHbl ECATKN
MEeTO[0B, CO34aHO 60JbLLIOE KOMNYECTBO NPOAYKTOB, KOTO-
pble CEroaHs NPUMEHSIIOT Ha NTuuedabpukax [16].

OdPEeKTMBHOCTb PasnnyHbIX NPenapaTos 4519 340PO0BbS
KULLIEYHMKA M COCTaBa MUKPOBWOThI pa3nnyHa 1 HyXxaaeTcs
B JoKasaTenbHol 6ase.

Llean nccnenoBaHni — KOMMAEKCHO U3YYUTb KOPMOBbIE
no6askn 13 rpynn copbeHToB, NpeduoTnKos, NPoBUOTU-
KoB, GUTOBMOTUKOB U GEPMEHTOB HA COCTaB MUKPOOUOTHI
W coenaTh 3ak/ioYeHne o LLenecoobpa3HoCTN X NPUMEHE-
HUS1 ANSl yBENMYEHUS NPOOOSIKUTENBHOCTN NPOAYKTUBHOIO
LMK Kyp-HeCyLUeK.
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MaTepuansbi u MeToabl UccnepoBaHus /

Materials and methods

B 2022-2024 ropax aBTopamu 6binv nposeae-
Hbl ABE CEepun 3KCNEepUMEHTOB Ha Hecylukax no
MPUMEHEHNIO Pa3fINYHbIX KOPMOBLIX 1006aBOK U
OLEeHeHa KX CMOCOOHOCTb YNY4YLLWUTbL COCTaB MU-
KPOOUOTbI CrenbiXx OTPOCTKOB KMLIEYHMKA U Mpo-
DOMKUTENBHOCTb NPOAYKTUBHOMO LKA,

MccneposaHns npoBeaeHbl B BUBAPUN N MEX-
[yHapoaHol nabopaTtopun MOJSIEKYNSIPHON reHe-
TUKWU N TEeHOMUKU NTUUbl MoCKOBCKOW rocyaap-
CTBEHHOW akafjemuv BeTepuMHapHON MeOVLMHbI
n 6uotexHonormm — MBA um. K.U. CkpsibuHa
(MFABMwubB), Ha 00O «[MTtnuedabpuka “JInHOOB-
ckaa” — nnemeHHom 3aBoay (Md «Jinngosckas»)
(Humxeropoackas 06n., Poccus).

B nepBom onbiTe ogHa rpynna ntuy, noay4va-
na c kopMoM npebunoTuk «Betenakt», a gpyrasa —
copbeHT «MycTana», NTMua KOHTPOJSIbHOM rpyn-
nbl nonyyana knagkosbin kopm MK-1, cooTBETCTBYIOWMA
Mo NUTaATENIbHOCTU PEKOMEHAALNAM OJ19 KYpP SUYHOro Ha-
npasneHus’.

Bo BTOpOM oOnbiTe 6GbIAN CHPOPMUPOBAHBLI TPU OMbIT-
Hble FPynnbl M 0fHa KOHTPOJibHas. MTnua onbITHLIX FPynM,
KpOMe KNaakoBOro Kkopma, nonydana cnegywowme nobas-
Kkn: 1-a rpynna — npobuotuk «MpodopT», 2-9 rpynna —
duTodbMoTUK «MHTEGNO>, 3-9 rpynna — nobasky GuTasbl
«DunbecT P».

MTrua KOHTPOMBLHBLIX N OMNbITHLIX FPYNM Gbia nogobpa-
Ha MO MPUHUMMY nap-aHanoroB M UMesna CXOAHble Mpo-
OYKTUBHBIE NOKasaTenun Ha Ha4ano uccnenosaHui. B nep-
BOM 1 BTOPOM OnbITax B kKaxaow rpynne 6bis10 no 30 ronos
Kyp-Hecylwek. B nepBom onbiTe nccnenoBaHus npoBoaM-
JINCb Ha Kypax-HecyLKkax kpocca «JlomaHH JICJ1» (Lohmann
Breeders GmbH), a BO BTOpoM — Kpocca «XalCeKC Kopuy-
HeBbIli» (Hendrix Genetics BV).

O6was cxema nccnenoBaHui, BO3pacT NTULbl U [03NU-
poBKa npenapaToB NpuBeAeHbl B Tabnuue 1.

Mo okKOHYaHWMK ONbITa NO 5 roNoOB NTULLBI U3 KaXA0M rpyn-
nbl 66111 NoaBepP>XKeHbl ObICTPON 1 6e360Ne3HEHHON 3BTa-
Ha3uu, He CONPOBOXAAIOLLENCS YYBCTBOM TPEBOMM U CTpa-
Xa B COOTBETCTBUM C TpeboBaHUAMMU «[1o3numKn No aTukKe
MCMNONb30BaHUS XUBOTHbLIX B UCCNEO0BaHUSX, BbIMOHSAE-
MbIX PV noaaepxke Poccuiickoro HaydHoro ¢ponaa»2. Mo-
cne yero OblIn B3aTbl 06pa3Lbl COAEPXMMOro ClenbiX OT-
POCTKOB KMLIEYHMKA.

Job6aBkn, koTopble OblIM UCNONb30BaHbI B 3KCMNepu-
MeHTax:

e apcopbeHT «MycTana» Ha OCHOBE MUHEpana LYHruT
(000 «Hapeowuukumin 3aBog, TAM» Purecarelia, Poccus),

e npebunotuk «Betenakt» (OO0 «HBL, ArpoBeTt3alum-
Ta», Poccus),

e npobuoTtuk «MpodopT» (OO0 «BrnoTtpod», Poccus),

o duTobmoTuk «MHTEGMO» (OO0 «BroTpod», Poccus),

e depMeHTHbIN npenapat «PuabdecT P», cogepxawimi
dwuTazy (MO «Cnbbnodapm», Poccus).

Cpok ckapmnuBaHus ,o6aBok — 4 Hepenw.

Conepxmmoe cnenbix 0TPOCTKOB Npu 0T6ope nNpob no-
MeLLanu B CTepuiibHbIE NPO6UPKK Tuna AnneHpopd obbe-
MOM 2 MJ1 1 XxpaHunu npu temnepatype -20 °C.

Bbigenenne OHK npoBoamnu Ha aBTOMaTuU3nMpPOBAHHOM
cucteme sbligenenma JHK, PHK n 6enkos QlAcube connect
(Qiagen, lfepmaHus).

N2 onbiTa, rpynna

1-1, koHTponbHasa  Kopm knaakosbii MNK-1

1-1, 1-9 onbITHas

1-i1, 2-9 onbITHasA
2-i1, KOHTPONbHAsA  KOPM knaakoBbli MK-1

2-i1, 1-9 onbITHas
2-i1, 2-9 onbITHas

2-1, 3-9 onbITHas

Mpon3BoacTBEHHbIE «<BeTenakT» 0,1 ma Ha 1 kr N
ncnbliTaHWs

Tabnmya 1. O6Wwasa cxeMa UccnefoBaHUii BIMSHUS KOPMOBLIX A,00aBOK Ha
MUKPOOMOTY CnenbiX OTPOCTKOB KMLLIEYHUKA Kyp-HecyLuek

Table 1. General scheme of the study of the effect of feed additives on the
microbiota of the caecum of laying hens

Mpenapar, MecTo Bl_ﬁ_::lpifT Bup
AO31POBKa nposepAeHus Hel,:i > po6GaBku

BuBapuit MTABMub  40-44 6e3 no6aBok

«Betenakt» 0,1 Mn Ha 1 kr

| BuBapuin MTABMub  40-44 npebuoTtuk

«MycTtana» 10 rHa 1 kr

KopMa BuBapuin MTABMub  40-44 apcop6eHT

BuBapuiit MTABMub  36-40 6e3 no6aBok

<Mpogopt> 0,1 HA TKT ot MIABMME  36-40  npoBnoTuk

Kopma

«MHTEOMO>» 0,1 rHa 1 kI -

KopMa BuBapuin MFTABMub  36-40 c¢utobrotuk
«®dupbect P» 0,1 rHa 1 - .

K KOpMA BuBapuiit MFTABMub  36-40 depmeHT

o R «JInHpoBCKas» 54-59 npebuoTmk

KayecTBO BblaeneHHoW MukpobHon OHK oueHuBanu c
ncnosnb3oBaHneM anektpodopesda B 2%-HOM arapo3HOM
rene ¢ po6asneHnem 6pomucToro atuamyma (5-3 mkJl) B
kamepe Mini-Sub Cell GT (Bio-Rad, CLLA) c TBE-6ydepom
(Thermo Fisher, CLLA).

B kayecTBe Mapkepa MOJIEKYNIAPHOMA MacCbl CHyXun
6pomdpeHonosbii cuHuin ans OHK (Thermo Fisher, CLLA) B
COOTHOLLEeHUN ¢ obpasuom 1:1 (5 mkn obpasua Kk 5 Mk Kpa-
cutens) B pexume 220 B, 35 MUH.

lenb npocmaTprBanu Ha TpaHcunniomuHatope TCP-20.MC
(Vilber, ®paHuma) n ¢ "CNONb30BAHNEM refNlbAOKYMEHTHU-
pytowero obopynoBaHus Gel Doc™ EZ System (Bio-Rad,
CLIA), onpeaensanu konndectso AHK Ha dpnyopumeTpe
Qubit 3.0 (Thermo Fisher, CLLUA). CekBeHupoBaHue no
npotokony 16s Metagenomic nposogunn Ha npubope lon
GeneStudio S5 System (Thermo Fisher Scientific, CLLIA).

BuounHdpopmaTnyecknii aHanns gaHHbIX BbINMOAHSIN C UC-
nonb3oBaHMeM ceTeBoro npoaykra lon Reporter™ Software
(ThermoFisher, CLUA) n nporpammHoro obecne4yeHus
QIIMEZ2 ver. 2022.2 (National Cancer Institute Informatics
Technology for Cancer Research, CLLA).

MocnepoBatensHOCTU GUNLTPOBAIM MO Ka4yecTBy C UC-
nonb30oBaHMEM MapamMeTpoB HACTPOEK MO YMOMYaHWIO.
PunbTpaumio LIYMOBLIX NOCNe0BaTENbHOCTEN NPOBOANIN
C nomMoLLpblo BCTpoeHHoro B nakeT QIIME2 metogom DADA2,
BK/IIOHAOLWMM MHPOPMALMIO O KayeCTBe B CBOIO MOAENb
ownbOoK, Y4TO AeNAET aNropuTM YCTOMYMBBLIM K Nocnenosa-
TenbHOCTK 6oNiee HM3KOro KayecTsa, NPV 3TOM MCMONb30-
Ba/M MakCUMasibHYIO AJIMHY NOCneaoBaTesibHOCTM 0bpes-
Ku, paBHyto 250 . H.

[lna Ha3Ha4yeHUs TaKCOHOMMUU NPUMEHSNN 6a3y AaHHbIX
Silva138.15.

PesynbraTthl M 06cyxaeHue / Results and discussion

Pe3ynbrathl MCCnenoBaHnii BAVUSIHUS HA COCTaB MUKPO-
O61noTbl copbeHTa 1 NpedbroTrka NnprueeaeHsl B Tabnuue 2.

CopbeHT «MycTana» Ha OCHOBe MuHepasibHO nobaB-
KW LUYHIMT UMEEeT B CBOEM COoCTaBe QyniepeHononobHhbIn
yrnepom, KoTopbli cnoco6eH CBA3blIBaTb 1 BbIBOAUTL N3 Op-
raHM3ma TOKCUHbI M NPOAYKTbI 0OMEeHa NaToreHHbIX MUKPO-
OpraHn3moB.

Mpn npumeHeHnn copbeHTa OTMEYEHO CYLLLECTBEH-
HOe W [OCTOBEpHOe CHUWXeHue nakTtobakTepuin 6Gonee
yem B 2 pa3za (p < 0,05) no cpaBHeHUIO C KOHTponeM. MNpn

"W.A. Eropos, B.A. ManyksiH, T.H. JleHkosa v 4p. PyKOBOACTBO NO KOPMAIEHMIO CENbCKOX03ANCTBEHHOI NTuusl. BHUTWM. 2019.
2Mo3numsi No 3TUKE UCTONB30BaHMS XVNBOTHBIX B UCCNEA0BaHMSIX, BLINOMHAEMbIX NPU Nopaepkke Poccuiickoro HayyHoro doxaa. 2022; 5. https://rscf.ru/

fondfiles/PotE_ rus. pdf
3 https://www.arb-silva.de/documentation/release-1381/
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3TOM YCT@HOBJIEH pPOCT Hexena-
TeNbHbIX MWKPOOPraHW3MOB MOpPSa-
ka Clostridiales n Enterobacteriales.
Oco6eHHO Yy nocnegHux oTMedeH
pocT (6onee yem B 6,5 pa3s) (p < 0,05).

Ha B3rnsg aBTOpoB, cCOpOUpYIO-
me cBorcTBa npenapara «Mycrtana»
npueenn K copbuum Yactu BUTAMU-
HOB 1, TakKuM 06pas3om, K cokpaLlle-
HUIO YNCNEHHOCTWN NakTo- 1 buduao-
6aKTepuin B cnenbix OTPOCTKaXx.

B paHHOM mnccnepoBaHun npume-
HANUCb CTaHOAPTHble KOpMa, He 3a-

MNMokasatens

Pop Bifidobacteriales
dunym Bacteroidetes
®dunym Firmicutes, BT. u.:

cemelictBo Clostridiaceae

paxeHHble N3bbITOYHLIM coaepXaHu-  Pop Selenomonadales
€M MUWKOTOKCUMHOB. BO3MOXHO, npn  HekynbTeupyemsie
copOuUnN MUKOTOKCUHOB BUTaMUHbI U ®unym Proteobacteria
npo4ne BeLecTBa OCTaloTCA B KOPMe  Poga Enterodacteriacea
B HENM3MEHHOM COCTaBe. ®dunym Synergistetes

Mpn npumeHeHUn npebuoTnye-  dunym Tenericutes
ckoil pobaBkm «BeTenakT» Ha Ky-
pax B ycnoBusXx BMBapus LOCTOBEp-
HO BO3POCNO coAepxaHue dunyma
Actinobacteria B 1,5 pasa (p < 0,05),
CHU3WUINCb MHOTME TPynMbl NaToreH-
HbIX U HeXenaTeIbHbIX MUKPOOPraHM3MoB Nnpu obLem yse-
NINYEHNUN NOAOXKNTENBHON MUKPODNOPHLI.

B npombliLlLneHHbIX yenosusax ntuuedadpukn 000 «[tu-
uedabpuka “JinHoosckas” — nnemMeHHow 3aeon» Huxe-
ropoAackor 06acT y NTULLLI OMNbITHOM FPYNMbl Nocne Npu-
MeHeHus NnpebnoTturka «Betenakr» YNCNEeHHOCTb GakTepui
dunyma Actinobacteria ysennuunacs B 2,5 pasa (p < 0,05),
B TOM 4ucne npegcrasutenen nopsaaka Bifidobacteriales —
B 1,8 pasa (p < 0,05). YBennumnacb YMCNeHHOCTb MUKPO-
opraHuamoB dpunyma Bacteroidetes — Ha 32% (p < 0,05).
BbIN0 0TMEYEHO [OCTOBEPHOE YBENMYEHUE NakTobakTe-
puii — Ha 27% (p < 0,05). YpoBeHb NaTOreHHbIX MUKPOOP-
raHM3mMoB B CPeAHEM CHU3UNCs Ha 24% [17].

B Tabnuue 3 npuBeneHbl pesynbTaThl UCCiedoBaHWUIA
BKJIIOYEHUNS B KOPM NMpobuoTnydeckon obasku «MpopopT»,
dutobuotrka «MHTEOMO» M depMeHTHOro npenapara
«Punpdect P».

Kak cnenyet n3 pesynbratoB, npobrotmnyeckas nobas-
Ka okasana 3HauuTesibHbll 3hdeKT Ha POCT NnakrobakTe-
puii, nx copgepxaHve ysennyiunocb 6onee 4yem B 2,5 pasa
(p < 0,05), 3a cyeT 3TOrO NATOrEHHLIE MUKPOOPraHN3MBblI,
Takme kak 6aktepuun punyma Synergistetes n Tenericutes,
cHmaunmcb B 1,5 1 3,5 pasa coOoTBETCTBEHHO.

®dunym Spirochaetes

dunym Actinobacteria, BT. 4.

cemelicTBo Lactobacillaceae

cemencTeo Ruminococcaceae

CemeiicTBO Mycoplasmataceae

MaToreHbl 1 HexenatenbHble M/0

ZO0TECHNICS I

Tabnmua 2. NMokasaTenm MMKPOOGUOTbI COAEPXUMOro ClenbiX OTPOCTKOB HECYLUEeK Npu
npuMeHeHuun npedbuoTuka u copbeHTta (n = 5)

Table 2. Composition of the microbiota of the cecum contents of laying hens using a
prebiotic and sorbent (n = 5)

PasHuua k

Koutpons AI:IBp:%moa.:(Tv() KOHT%ONO’ «I(\:/I(;g?::;» K:::;;Inulg,x%
0,08+0,025 0,12+0,10 +50,0* 0,067 +0,003 -16,3*
0,07+0,02 0,10+0,09 +42,9 0,057+0,003 -18,6*
32,01+£2,17 27,1+1,83 -15,3 38,73+3,95 +21,0
52,39+2,41 54,97+2,68 +4,9 40,9+5,90 -21,9%
32,21+£3,75 36,92+4,49 +14,6 13,57+8,52 -57,9*
13,31+£5,28 16,05+2,27 +20,6 24,14+5.87 +81,4*
5,86+0,95 4,78+0,60 -18,4 0,37+0,06 -93,7*
0,12+0,02 0,14+0,03 +16,7 0,17+0,06 +41,6
0,23+0,12 0,017+0,009 -92,6* 0,14+0,06 -39,1
15,20+2,31 17,71+1,06 +16,5 19,94 +2,36 +31,2
0,75+0,17  0,35+0,09 -53,3* 5,90+3,64 +686,7*
0,03+ 0,01 0,047+0,01 +56,7 0,07+0,02 +133,3*
0,057+ 0,04 0,04+0,015 -29,8 0,17+0,08 +198,2*
0,037+0,032 0,003+0,001 -91,9% 0,027 +0,007 -27,0
0,007+0,003 0,003+0,001 -57,1 0,013+0,002 +85,7*
0,88+0,09 0,44+0,07 -50,0* 6,18+3,55 +602,3*

lMpumeyaHve: * 3peck 1 aanee pasnnyns ¢ KOHTPoNEM AoCToBepHbI npu p < 0,05.

HecmoTps Ha coobuieHns oTaesbHbIX aBTOPoB 00 OT-
HOCUTEJIbHO HU3KO 3P DEKTUBHOCTM NMPOOMOTUKOB Ha Ky-
pax-HecyLuKax, B AaHHbIX UCCNefoBaHusX pasHuua Obina
noctoBepHon. PocT 6akTtepuii popa Bifidobacteriales npwu
npuMeHeHnn npoburoTuka «MpodopT» He Habnogancs. Oa-
HaKo OJ1s1 nepeBapuBaHns OTAENbHbIX YINeBoaoB 6aktepum
3TOro poaa HeobXoaANMBbI.

PaHee aBTOpamMn NnpoBOAMIOCH ccnenoBaHme npobumo-
Tnka «bakTocenb» (6akTepmanbHoro npobuoTuka, coaep-
Xallero XuBble MonoYyHokucnble 6aktepun Pediococcus
acidilactici MA 18/5M, ot komnaHuu Lallemand) B nosu-
poske 100 r Ha 1 T BoAbl Ha ubinnaTax-6polinepax. B pe-
3ynbrate OblI0 OTMEYEHO YyBeNMYeHne 6udpunpobakTepui
6onee 4em B 6 pas, Nony4yeHbl JOCTOBEPHbLIE Pa3nNnyns c
KOHTPONbLHOM rpynmnoii [18]. Bo3MOXHO, KOMOBUHMPOBAHHOE
NpPUMeHeHne ABYX NPOBMOTUKOB AACT XeNaemMoe yBennye-
HVWEe MUKPOOPraHM3MOB, HEOOXOAMMbIX AJ1S1 pacLUenieHns
nuTaTesnbHbIX BELLECTB KOpMa.

dutobnoTnkM — nNpenaparbl, coaepxalime pacTuTenb-
Hble 9KCTPakTbl. Kak npaBuno, npeaHasHayeHbl 41si CTUMy-
NAuMn pe3epBoB opraHnama B 6opbbe ¢ BO3OyauTENsMu
3aboneBanuii. <MIHTeBMO» OT KoMnaHun «<brnoTpod» copep-
XWUT CMeCb HaTypasbHbIX 3dUPHbLIX Macesn. MpumeHeHne

Tabnvua 3. Moka3aTenu MUKPOGUOTLI COLEPXUMOro ClenbiX OTPOCTKOB HECYLLEK NPY NPUMeHeHun npobuoTtuka «Mpogopt», GuToGMoTUKa

«UHTE6MO» N hepmeHTa «dPupadect P» (n=5)

Table 3. Composition of the microbiota of the cecum contents of laying hens when using the probiotic “Profort”, the phytobiotic “Intebio”

and the enzyme “Fidbest R” (n = 5)

Mokasarens KonTpoms T conpomo, % aHmrebuor  KKompomio, % «Oandecr P KKonpomo, %

®dunym Actinobacteria, BT. u.: 0,56+0,13 0,08+0,07 -85,8* 2,39£0,32 +326,8* 0,27+0,13 -51,7
pon Bifidobacteriales 0,15+0,07 0,11+0,08 -25,0 0,94+0,13 +526,7* 0,02+0,01 -86,7
dunym Bacteroidetes 38,31+2,06  43,99+5,32 +14,8 33,93+4,59 -11,4 37,91+3,93 -1,0

dunym Firmicutes, BT. u.: 30,99+2,55  40,95+3,86 +32,1* 25,22+3,41 -18,6* 47,6+6,21 +53,6*
pop Lactobacillales 1,11£0,43 2,79+£0,9 +152* 1,7£0,23 +53,2 5,62+0,87 +406,3*
pog, Clostridiales 16,89+3,16  25,83+2,66 +52,9* 25,28+3,42 +49,7* 33,16 +96,6*
CemecTtBO Ruminococcaceae 7,15+£2,37 10,03+1,51 +40,3 9,17+1,24 +28,3 10,49+1,18 +46,7*
Pon Selenomonadales 1,41+0,96 0,55+0,39 -61,0 0,57+0,08 -59,6 2,28+0,65 +61,7
dunym Fusobacteria 0,22+0,02 0,03+0,01 -86,4* 3,21+0,43 +1359* 1,11+£1,38 +404,5*
®dunym Proteobacteria, BT. u.: 27,05+1,56 13,13+3,49 -51,5* 33,5%£4,53 23,8 12,1£3,57 -55,2
cemeincTBo Enterobacteriacea 19,58+0,41 1,35+0,86 -93,1* 9,87+1,24 -49,6 2,62+1,02 -86,6*
dunym Synergistetes 2,09+0,33 1,36+0,91 -34,9 0,38+0,05 -81,8* 0,43+0,24 -79,4*
dunym Tenericutes 0,78+0,36 0,21+0,05 -73,1* 0,57+0,08 -26,9 0,52+0,44 -33,3
CewmelicTBo Mycoplasmataceae 0,58+0,03 0,32+0,1 -44,8* 0,09+0,01 -84,5 0,34£0,45 -31,0
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pob6aBkn «MHTEBMO» y Hecylwek NPUBENO K YBEMYEHWUIO
nakTo- n 6udunaoobaktepmini B CooepXMUMOM ChenbiX OT-
pocTtkoB B 1,5 1 6 pasd cooTBeTcTBeEHHO (p < 0,05), B 14 pa3
(p < 0,05) Bo3pocno 4ncno ¢pysobaktepuii, KOTOpPbIE OTHO-
cATCA K HopMmodiope.

YNCNEHHOCTb NATOrEHHbIX MWKPOOPraHM3MOB, Ha-
npoTKB, cokpaTunack no dunymy Synergistetes B 5,5 pas
(p < 0,05), a no dpunymy Tenericutes — B 1,4 pasa. Takum
o6pa3oM, PpUTOOBUOTMK MoKa3as OOHO3HAYHbIA MONOXU-
TenbHbI 9ddEKT Kak Ha COCTaB MMUKPOMNOPLI, Tak U Ha
3J0POBbE KULLEYHNKA.

MpumeHeHne pepmenTa «Puadect P» oCyLLeCcTBASNOCH
C LEenblo ynyywnTb yCBOeHne docdopa B KOpMeE, OOHAKO
1ccnenoBaHns Nokasanu, 4To y NTULbI LOCTOBEPHO BO3POC-
10 yncno naktobaktepuii B 4 pasa (p < 0,05), uennonoso-
nuTuyecknx 6akTepuin (cemeiicteo Ruminococcaceae) —
B 1,5pasa(p<0,05). Y41cno natoreHHbIX MUKPOOPraHM3mMOB
COKpPaTUIoCh N0 BCEM dunymam.

Taknm 00pa3om, npuMeHeHne éutTobuotTnka mn dep-
MEHTHOro npenapaTa okasaso Hambosbllee BAUSHUE Ha
MUKPOOHLI NPOodUiib COAEPXUMOro CcrenbiX OTPOCTKOB
HecyLleK 3a CYeT pocTa MUKPOOPraHN3MOB, OTBEYAIOLLMX
3a pacLuenyieHne NHrPeaneHToOB KOPMa U CHUXEHME NaTo-
FEHHbIX M HEXenaTebHbIX MUKPOOPraHU3MOB.

BbiBoabl/Conclusions

[MpoBeneHHble unccnegoBaHusa nokasann adppekTns-
HOCTb MPUMEHEHUS Pa3NNYHbIX OUONOrMYECKM aKTUBHBIX
Nn006aBOK B KOPMAEHUN Kyp-HECYLLEK.

MpobuoTtnyeckas pobaBka okasana 3HaA4YUTENbHbIN 3d-
deKT Ha POCT KONMYeCTBa NakTobakTepuii, Ux cogepxaHue

Bce aBTOpbl HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a PabOTy U NPEACTABNEHHbIE AaHHbIE.
Bce aBTOpbI BHEC/M PaBHbI BKNaf B paboTy.

ABTOpbI B PABHO CTENEHW NPUHMMANM Y4acTVe B HANMCaHnu PyKoOnucy un
HECYT paBHYI0 OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a Nnarvar.

ABTOpbI 06BABMAN 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOHDNKTA UHTEPECOB.

®UHAHCUPOBAHUE

Pa6oTa BbINosHeHa B paMkax rpaHTa «340poBbe 1 NPOAYKTUBHOE AONTONeTe
Kyp-HecyLLEeK NMPOMBILLIIEHHbIX KDOCCOB: MOMNEKYNISIPHO-TeHeTUYECKMEe
MMMYHONOrMYeckune acnektol» oT 16.05.2022 Ne 22-16-00009.
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yBenuumnocb 6onee yem B 2,5 pasa, 3a CHET 3TOro NaTOreH-
Hbl€ MMKPOOPraHM3Mbl CHU3WIIUCD.

Mpn npumeHeHun npebuoTmyeckon nobaskn «Bete-
NakT» BO3POCNo coaepxaHue dunyma Actinobacteria B 1,5
pasa, CHU3UINCb MHOIMEe TPynMbl NaTOreHHbIX 1 Hexena-
TeNbHbIX MUKPOOPraHM3MoB Npu OOLLEM yBEINYEeHUM MNo-
NOXUTENBHOM MUKPODIOPHI.

MpumeHeHne dutobuoTnyeckon pobaskn «MHTEOMO»
Yy Kyp-HEecylweKk MpuBeno K AOCTOBEPHOMY YBENYEHUIO
nakTo- 1 6udnaobaktepuii B COOEPXMMOM ChenbiX OT-
POCTKOB, MPU 3TOM YMCNO NATOreHHbIX MUKPOOPraHN3MOB
cokpaTunacb no ¢punymy Synergistetes B 5,5 pas, a no epu-
nymy Tenericutes — B 1,4 pasa.

Job6aeka depmeHTa «Pupbect P» npmeena k yBenuuye-
HUIO Yncna nakTobakTepuin B 4 pasa, Leniiofo30AnTUHECKMX
GakTepuin (cemeiicTBO Ruminococcaceae) — B 1,5 pa3sa.

MpuMeHeHne copbeHTa Ha OCHOBE MUHepana LUyHruT
oKasano HeoAHo3HayHoe BAusiHMe. Tak, OTMEYEHO Cylle-
CTBEHHOE 1 IOCTOBEPHOE CHUXEHMeE NnakTobakTepuii bonee
4yem B 2 pasa Mo CPaBHEHWUIO C KOHTPOMEM, a NATOreHHble
MWKPOOPraHn3Mbl YBENNYUIIM CBOIO YNCIIEHHOCTb B 7 pas.

Ana yBennyeHns MNpPoOAOSIXUTENBHOCTU MPOAYKTUBHO-
ro uukna Kyp-Hecyllek, Ha B3rns aBTopoB, Hanbornee ak-
TyanbHbIM SIBASIETCS CAEPXMBAHME POCTa NaTOreHHbIX M-
KPOOPraHn3MoB (C 3TOM 3agayen Jydwe CnpaBnsioTcd
dUTOBNOTUKN 1 MPEBUNOTUKN B KOPMaX).

PekomeHayeTcs ¢ uenbio ynyylleHns nokasarenen 3a0o-
POBbS KMLLIEYHNKA N XU3HECNOCOBHOCTU Kyp SANYHOrO Ha-
npasfeHnst NpUMeHaTb GUTOBNOTUK «MHTEBNO>» U3 pacyeTa
0,1 r Ha 1 kr kopMa 1 NpedbnoTuk «BetenakT» B 4O3MPOBKE
0,1 Mmn Ha 1 Kr XnBOM Maccl.
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