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SIKICHUM I KIJIBKICHUM CKJAJI MIKPOBIOTH PYBIIS
TA IIPOJYKTHUBHI SIKOCTI SIPOK
3A BUKOPUCTAHHS BIOJIOBABOK Y PAIIIOHI

JocnmimpkeHO BIUIMB PI3HHX 103 MNpo- 1 TpebiOTHYHMX Mpenaparis
BITYM3HSIHOTO BHUPOOHMIITBA, BUIOTOBJICHHMX HA OCHOBI ApiXKiB Saccharomyces
cerevisiae, mpu ix JOaBaHHi 10 PAIliOHIB TOMIBJI MOJIOJHSAKA OBEIb HAa SKICHUH i
KUIBKICHHE ~ ckiaxm MikpoOiotH pyOns Ta TNPOXYKTHBHI  SIKOCTI  TBapHH.
ExcriepuMeHTH NPOBEIEHO Ha sIpKax acKaHiHChKOI M’SCO-BOBHOBOI IIOPOAM BiKOM
11-12 micsmiB y 3MIMOBO-BECHSIHUH CTii0BHl nepion. Parion TBapiH KOHTPOIBEHOT
TPYIH CKJIAaBCs 3 JIYIHOTO ciHa i cranaapTHoro kombikopmy K 83-19-89. Teapuau
JOCHIHHUX TPYM Y CKIafi KOMOIKOpMY OTpUMYBAIH MpO- i MpeGioTHYHI mpenapaTu
BupoOuunTsa Gipmu [IpAT «Kommanis Exzum» (M. JIbBiB).

BceranosneHo, mo BUKOpPHCTaHHSA B CKIAAI KOMOIKOpMY SIpOK MPOOiOTHKA

«EmsumaktuB» (EA) y moszax 0,4; 0,8 i 1,2% Ta npebioTuka «HaKTHBOBaHI Cyxi
rimotaTionosi apikmki» (ICTJ]) y ximekocri 1,05 1,4 1 1,8% Bix #oro Macu BusBIIsIe
AKTHUBYIOYMI BIUIMB Ha INPOLIECH PO3MHOXKEHHS TAKUX CHUMOIOTHYHHX pyOLEBHX
MIKpoOpraHi3MmiB, sk Oakrtepii, iH(Y30pii Ta MIKPOCKOMi4YHIi TpHUOKH, a TaKOX
CTUMYJIIOE PICT i PO3BUTOK TBapHH.
JonaBanus npobiotnka EA y BkazaHMX 103ax 1O KOMOIKOpMY SIpOK 30inblrye
3araibHy YHCENBHICTh MIKpOOiB y pyOueBiit piguHi apok Ha 6,9—48,3%; KiIbKiCTh
iHpy30piit — Ha 5,7-30,2%; YHCENBbHICTP MIKPOCKONMYHMX TpHOKIB — Ha 51,6—
100,0%. Bukxopucramns mnpebiotnka ICIJ] y ckmaai kKoMOiKopMy TBapuH Yy
IOCHTIDKYBaHUX 033X IABHUINYE B pyOIEBill pimuHI YUCENBHICTH OakTepidl i
rpuOKiB, BiAmoBimHo, Ha 41,4-96,6 ta 70,8-109,7% 1 3HIKYE KiNBbKICTh PyOIICBUX
iHdy3opiii Ha 1,9-12,8%.

BBenennst mpoGiotnka EA 10 koMOikopMy B JIOCHIKYBaHHX J103aX
HiIBHIIY€E BaJOBHI IPHPICT KUBOI Macu TBAPHH 32 EKCIIEPHMEHTAJIBHUM Mepios Ha
15-35%, a 3a BimHOCHMIA — Ha 14-32%, Toxi sik BuKopHcTaHHA npediotuka ICI] y
CKJIaJI paIioHy 301ibIIye BKa3aHi MPOMYKTUBHI MIOKa3HUKH, BiIIOBiAHO, Ha 30-55 1
27-50%.

Buxomsuu 3 pes3yibTaTiB EKCIEPUMEHTAIBHUX OCITIIKEHb, 13 METOH
CTUMYJIAILIT PO3MHOXEHHsI PyOLeBOi MiKpOOiOTH Ta iHTEHCHBHOCTI POCTY TBapHH
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PEKOMEH/IYeThCS IOAABATH Bil MAaCH KOMOIKOPMY JUISl MOJIOJIHSKA OBELb Y 3UMOBO-
BecHsHuil criitnoBuii nepiox 0,8% npobioTuka EA a6o 1,4% npe6iotuxa ICTL.

KmiouoBi cioBa: spky, mpoOiOTHKH, NpeOiOTHKH, TOMIBIA, MikpobioTa
pyOI1sl, IHTEHCHBHICTH POCTY TBapHH.

Ivan Polovyi

Institute of Agriculture of Carpathian Region of NAAS

Qualitative and quantitative composition of rumen microbiota and
productive qualities of ewe-lamb with the use of bio supplement in the ration

The effect of different doses of pro- and prebiotic preparations of domestic
production made on the basis of Saccharomyces cerevisiae yeast when added to the
feeding rations of young sheeps on the qualitative and quantitative composition of
rumen microbiota and productive qualities of animals was studied. The experiments
were performed on ewes of Askanian meat and wool breeds aged 11-12 months
during the winter-spring stall period. The diet of animals of the control group
consisted of meadow hay and standard feed K 83-19-89. Animals of the
experimental groups in the composition of feed received pro- and prebiotic drugs
produced by PJSC "Enzyme Company" (Lviv).

It was found that the use of probiotic "Enzymactiv" (EA) in the composition
of young ewes' feed in doses of 0.4; 0.8 and 1.2% and prebiotic "Inactivated dry
glutathione yeast" (ISGD) in the amount of 1.0; 1.4 and 1.8% of feed mass has an
activating effect on the reproduction of symbiotic rumenal microorganisms such as
bacteria, ciliates and microscopic fungi, as well as stimulates the growth and
development of animals.

The addition of probiotic EA in these doses to the feed of young ewes
increases the total number of microbes in the ewes' rumenal fluid by 6.9-48.3%; the
number of ciliates — by 5.7-30.2%; the number of microscopic fungi — by 51.6—
100.0%. The use of prebiotic ISGD in the feed compound of animals in the studied
doses increases the number of bacteria and fungi in the rumenal content by 41.4—
96.6 and 70.8-109.7% and reduces the number of cicatricial ciliates by 1.9-12.8%.

The introduction of probiotic EA to feed in the studied doses increases the
gross gain of live weight of animals during the experimental period by 15-35%, and
relative — by 14-32%, while the use of prebiotic ISGD in the diet increases these
productivity indicators by 30-55 and 27-50%.

Based on the results of experimental studies to stimulate the reproduction of
cicatricial microbiota and the intensity of animal growth, it is recommended to add
from the weight of feed for young sheep in the winter-spring stall period 0.8%
probiotic EA or 1.4% prebiotic ISGD.

Keywords: ewes-lamb, probiotics, prebiotics, feeding, rumen microbiota,
growth intensity.

Beryn. IlpoGioTMkM — 1me JKMBI IITaMM MIKpOOpraHi3MiB, SKi,
NOTPAIUISIIOYM B TPAaBHMH  TpPakT  TBapuWH, MPOJIYKTAaMH  CBOEI
KUTTEASUIBHOCTI ONTHUMI3YIOTh HAsBHMH y HBOMY KIJIbKICHUH 1 SIKICHHE
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CKJIaJl MIKpOOIOTH Ta BUSIBJISIOTH CTUMYIIOIOUMH BIUIMB Ha 11 MeTaboJIiuHy
aktuBHicTh [4-8, 10, 18, 20, 22, 24, 29]. V nepeknafi 3 JaTHHCHKOI MOBH
TEPMiH «IPOBGIOTHK» O3Haya€e: Pro — s, bios — KUTTs.

[IpebioTnkn — 1Ee HemnepeTpaBNIIOBaHI KOMIIOHEHTH DI3HHX BHIIB
MIKPOOpPTaHIi3MiB Ta HH3KH pPOCIHH, SKi CEIEKTHBHO CTHMYIIOIOTh
KUTTENISIIBHICTE MIKPOGIIOpH B PI3HMX BiIfiIaX TPAaBHOTO TPaKTy TBAapWUH
[2, 4, 17, 18, 22, 24-26, 29]. Ha Biaminy Bix mpo06ioTHKIB, TPeOiOTHKH
BUSIBJLIIOTH CTHMYITIOIOUHI e()eKT Ha MeTa0OJiuHy aKTUBHICTH HasBHOI B
TPaBHOMY TPAaKTi MiKpOOiOTH, CIPUSIIOYN MIPH IbOMY ii aKTUBHOMY POCTY H
po3ButKy. OnHI€IO 3 BaXXJIMBHX NepeBar npebioTHKIB € iXHA CTIHKICTh 10
KHCJIOTHOCTI IIUTyHKa Ta abcopOIii i rimpomizy (epMeHTaMHu ILIYHKOBO-
KHIIIKOBOTO TPaKTy KyiWHuUX TBapuH [6, 10, 22, 25].

Haii6inbim BUKOPHUCTOBYBaHUMU MIiKpoOpraHizMamH, SKi
3aCTOCOBYIOTh  SIK NpPOOIOTHMKM B  TOJIBEJbHIH NpakTHLi  Tamysi
TBapUHHUIITBA, € MOJIOYHOKHUCII CTPENTOKOKH, IpuOku, Oidimodaxrepii,
HEMaTOreHHI INTaMH KHUIIKOBOT NaJM4yK{, Oaumiy, eHTEpPOKOKH Ta
nakrobakrepii [1, 4-6, 8, 10, 21].

Jlo HaiiOiIpIl MOMHPEHHX NPEOIOTHKIB, SIKI BHKOPHUCTOBYIOTH SIK
0i0m00aBKM IO pAaIliOHIB TOMIBII JKYHHHX TBapHWH, HAJIEkKaTb: MaHAHOBI
oJirocaxapuau, (ppykToosirocaxapuan, ralakToONirocaxapuay, JaKTy03a,
nakrion, 6era-rimrokanu, inyiin [2, 11, 16-18, 22, 25, 26, 29, 31].

Hu3koro HayKOBUX JOCHIIKEHb, MNPOBEJICHUX B OCTaHHI POKH,
JIOBEJICHO, 1110 BUKOPUCTAHHA IIPO- 1 MPeOIOTHYHUX IIpenapariB y parioHax
JKYHHHUX TBapuH AakTHBYe MeTa0oJIiYHI Ipoleck B CUMOIOTHYHIM
MIiKpOQIIOpi MEePeANUTYHKIB Ta CTUMYJIOE IHTEHCHUBHICTB 11 PO3MHOXKEHHS,
BKazaHi 0i07100aBKM CIIPHUSIOTH 3aCBOEHHIO MIHEPAJIbHUX PEYOBHH,
MOJIMIIYIOTh TOMEOCTa3 JIMiAIB 1 TJIOKO3HM B OPraHi3Mi, CTUMYJIIOIOTh
IMYHHHH 3axuCT y TBapuH [2, 4-20, 22-32].

BpaxoByroun Mo3UTHBHY METa0ONIUHY W MPOAYKTHBHY IO IMPO- i
npeOIOTHKIB TPH BUKOPUCTAHHI iXHIX 1qO0OABOK y pallioHaX TOJIBII,
3HAQUYHUHA  HAYKOBO-TIPAaKTHYHWH IHTEpPEC CTAHOBIATH JIOCIIKEHHS,
CIpsSIMOBaHI Ha PO3MIMPEHHS Mdiala30Hy KJIaciB BKa3aHUX 0i0100aBOK 0
KOpMiB, BHBUCHHS IXHBOTO BIUIMBY Ha IepeOir OOMiHy pPEYOBHH Ta
MPOAYKTHBHI SIKOCTI JKYHHHMX TBapHH 3alie)KHO BiA BHIy, BiKy, CTaTi,
(iziosmoriyHOTO CTaHy, AliMEHTapHUX (HAKTOPiB.

Buxoxsun 3 HaBemeHOro BHINE, METOW Hamoi pobotu Oyio
BHUBYCHHS BIUIMBY Pi3HUX J103 BITYM3HSIHHUX MPO- 1 MPeOiOTHYIHUX NOOABOK Y
CKJIa/Ii KOMOIKOPMIB I MOJIOJTHSIKA OBEIlb Ha SIKICHUH 1 KITbKICHUN CKJIaJ
MIiKpOoOioTH pyOIIS Ta iIHTEHCHBHICTH POCTY TBapHH.
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Marepiann i wmerogm. JlocmimpkeHHS TPOBEAEHO B yMOBax
BiBiedepmu  [lepkaBHOTO — MIANIPUEMCTBA  JOCIIJHOTO  TOCHOAAPCTBA
«['pycsiTnai» Ta Bijuiny ApiOHOTO TBapHMHHHULTBA [HCTHTYTY CUIBCBKOTO
rocniofapctBa Kapmatcekoro periony HAAH. Meronom asanoriB 3a
JKUBOI0O MAacolo i BiKOM (Bara SIpOK Ha IIOYaTKy MOCTITy CTaHOBHJIA B
cepenaboMy 38 kr, Bik — 11 micamiB) Oymo copmMoBaHO 7 TPyl pEMOHTHHIX
SPOK aCKaHCHKOi M SICO-BOBHOBOI MOPOJH MO 5 TOJIB Y KOXHiH. OCHOBHHI
palioH SApOK KOHTPOJIBHOI TPYNH CKJIa#aBcs 3 JIYYHOTO 3JIaKOBO-
pi3HOTpaBHOTO CiHa ¥ CTaHOAPTHOTO KOMOIKOpMY, IO 3a0e3MedyBajio
noTpedy B OCHOBHHX IOXHBHHX PEYOBHHAX Ta MAaKpo- i MiKpOeIeMEeHTax
3rimHo 3 HopMmamu [3].

Slpkam mepuioi, Apyroi i TPeThOi NOCHIAHMX Tpym Yy CKIaji
KOMOIKOpMY 0JaTKOBO 3rofioByBanu mnpobiotuk «En3umaktuB» (EA), a
4eTBepTOol, I’ATol 1 MIOCTOI JOCHIAHUX TPyn — NpedioTuk «IHaKTUBHI Cyxi
rimoratioHoBi  npixkmki» (ICTH). Y  nocnipkeHHSX BHKOPHUCTOBYBAJIH
npobiotuk  EA 1 mpebiotuk  ICI'[I  BiTuM3HSAHOrO  BUPOOHHMKA
IpAT «Kommnanis Eazum» (M. JIbBiB).

CxeMy TpOBEICHHS AOCIiAy HaBeaeHO B Ta0mumi 1.

1. Cxema gocJiay

KinmpkicTh
I'pyna .
CMOHTHIX ADOK TBapHH Cknag 1060BOr0O pauioHy

p P y rpymi (roniB)

OcHoBHuit pamiod (OP) — 1,1 kr mygHoro
Konrporra 5 cia + 0,5 KT cTaHIAPTHOTO KOMOIKOpMY
Hocmigna 1 5 OP + 0,4% EA Big Macu koMOiKOpMy
Hocmignaa 2 5 OP + 0,8% EA Big Mmacu koMGikopMy
Hocmigna 3 5 OP + 1,2% EA Big Macu koMGiKopMy
Hocmigna 4 5 OP + 1,0% ICT /I Big macu koMOikopMy
Hocnigna 5 5 OP + 1,4% ICT' 1 Bix Macu KOMOiKOpMY
Hocnigna 6 5 OP + 1,8% ICT /I Bix Macu koMOikOpMy

[o 3aBepuieHHI mepioxy JOCIHIAY MiCis PaHKOBOI TOiBIL y 3 sSpOK
KOKHOT TPYIH HPOBOJIMIIM 3a JIONMOMOI'OI0 HOCOTJIOTKOBOTO 30HAY BiJIOip
3pa3KiB pyOIeBoi piauHW, Yy SKid BH3HAYadM YHCEIBHICTh OaKTepii,
iH(y30piil Ta MIKPOCKOMYHUX TPUOKIB 3TiIHO 3 METOANKAMH, HABEJACHUMH

B JICTY (10444.12-88; 29184-91; 1SO 6887-1:2003; ISO 4833:2006).
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3 MeTol OLIHIOBaHHS IHTEHCHBHOCTI POCTY H pO3BHUTKY SIPOK
NpoBOAMJIM  iX  3BaKyBaHHS HAa TOYaTKy ¥ 1O  3aBepLICHHI
EKCIIePUMEHTAIILHOTO Tepiojy, BU3HAYAIOUM CEPEeHBO000BI MPUPOCTH 3a
BKa3aHUU Mepioj.

Opmepxani  1udpoBi  JaHI  ONpamiOBaIM  CTATUCTHYHO 3
BHUKOPHCTAHHSIM KOMIT f0TepHOI Tiporpamu «Microsoft Excel».

PesyabTaTH Ta oOroopennsi. IIpoBeneHi HaMu IOCHTIHKEHHS
CBiUaTh, 10 BBEJCHHS O PalioHiB SIPoK 11-12-micsS9HOTO BiKY B 3MMOBO-
CTilyIOBH TIepion mpo- i MpebioTHIHUX 100AaBOK BUSBIIAE MO3UTHUBHY Iif0
Ha KUTBKICHUH 1 AKICHHUHM CKJax MIiKpoOioTH pyOus MiATOCTiTHUX TBapUH
(tabm. 21 3).

Jonaanus mpobiotuka EA B mozax 0,4; 0,8 i 1,2% Bim macu
KOMOIKOpMY 301IIbIIIy€e 3arajibHy YMCEIBHICTh MIKpOOIB y pyOleBiii pianHi
sapok Ha 6,9-48,3%; xinbkicTh iH(Yy30piii — Ha 5,7-30,2%; uyucenbHICTH
MIKpOCKOMIYHHX I'pHOKiB — Ha 51,6—-100,0% (Tatdmn. 2).

2. 3Minm sIKicHOTO i KiTBbKiCHOTO cKJIaxy MikpoOioTH pyous
32 BUKOPUCTAHHS NPOOIOTHYHMX 100aBOK Yy KOMOiKOpMIi SIpOK
M+m,n=23)

IToka3Huk Kontponsna | [docmigna 1 Jocmingna 2 Jocnigna 3

3arajibHa KiJib-
KicTb GakTepiii, | (2,9£0,9)x10% | (3,1x0,5)x102 | (3,5+0,7)x102 | (4,3+0,4)x10%
mt/cm?

YucenpHICTh
indysopit, (5,3+0,7)x10° | (5,620,4)x10° | (6,2+0,9)x10° | (6,9+0,6)x10°
opranizmis/cm®

UncenbHICTH
MIKPOCKOITIYHHX
rpuOKiB,
Kyo/cm®
Ipumimka. Y i 1 HACTYIHINA TaOIHUIAX CKOPOYESHHS 03HAYAIOTh: MT — MIKPOOHI Tina;
KyO — KOJIOHIEyTBOPIOBANbHI OJUHHMI. 3ipoYKaMH B TAOIHUIIX MO3HAYCHO BIPOTiIHI Pi3HULI 3
TBapHHAMH KOHTPOIBHOI Tpymu. Biamosiguo: * P < 0,05; ** P < 0,01; *** P < 0,001.

(3,12£0,3)x10% | (4,7£0,4)x10%* | (5,120,7)x10%* | (6,240,5)x10%**

Buxopucranas mpebiotnka ICT'Jl y ckmami KOMOIKOpMy TBapuH y
JOCTIDKYBAaHMX KIUTBKOCTAX IIJBUINYE Yy BMICTI pyOums YHCEIbHICTH
OakTepiif 1 MIKPOCKOMIYHUX TPUOKiB, BiAmoBigHO, Ha 41,4-96,6 Ta 70,8—
109,7%, 3HIWKYIOUH TPH OBOMY KUIBKICTH pyOumeBux iHGy3opid Ha 1,9-
12,8% (Tabm. 3).

139



ISSN 0130-8521. ITepearipue Ta ripcbke 3emiepodcTBo i TBapuHHMLTBO. 2022. Bun. 72 (1)

3. 3miHn fIKicHOrO i KiNbKicHOTO ckyIany MikpodioTu pyous
32 BUKOPUCTAHHS NPe0ioTHYHMX J00aBOK y KOMOiKOpMi IpOK
(M+m,n=3)

ITokazHuk Konrpons Hocninna 4 Hocninna 5 Jocniana 6

3aragpHa
KIIBKICTE
OakTepii,
mt/cm®

(2,9+0,9)x1012 | (4,140,8)x10% | (5,240,9)x10%2 | (5,70,3)x10%2*

YucenpHICTh
in(ysopiit, (5,340,7)x10° | (5,1£0,3)x10° | (5,2+0,4)x10° (4,740,8)x10°
opranizmis/cm®

YuncenpHICTH
MIKPOCKOIII4-
HUX I'PHOKIB,
Kyo/cm®

(3,120,3)x10* | (5,320,9)x10%% | (5,940,3)x10%* [6,5+0,2)x 10%***

He icToTHe 3HIWKCHHA YHCENBHOCTI iH(Yy30piit y pyOueBiil piauHi
SApPOK 32 BHUKOPHCTAaHHS MNPeOIOTHIHUX I00aBOK y CKIaai KOMOIKOpMY
CBIIUUTH TPO iHriOyroumii BrumB HassBHUX y ICT/l iHTpemieHTIB Ha poecH
PO3MHOXKEHHSI ¥ JKUTTEHISUTBHICTD BKAa3aHHUX IPOCTIMIAX Yy IIBOMY BiIIii
TPaBHOTO TPAKTy TBAPHH.

BcraHoBneHO TakoX, IO BHUKOPHCTaHHS Mpo- 1 MNpediOTHYHUX
J00aBOK y KOMOIKOpMI Ma€ IMO3UTUBHMI BIUTUB HA PICT i PO3BUTOK TBAPHH.
3okpema, nmobaBka mpobiotuka EA 10 kopMy B IOCTIIKYBaHHX J03aX 3a
2-MicS4YHUI Tepio]] MiJBHIIYE BaJOBHH MNPUPICT XMBOI MacH TBapHH Yy
cepeanbomy Ha 15-35%, a BigHocHWiIt — Ha 14-32%, Tomi sik mobaBka
npebiotuka ICI'J] — Bigmosiauo, Ha 30-55 i 27-50%.

OTpuMaHi HAMU Pe3yNbTaTH LIOAO0 CTHUMYJIOIOYOI il BITYM3HSHHUX
npo- i MpeOioTHYHMX T00ABOK y pamioHax MOJOIHSAKA OBEIh Ha KUThbKiCHUHA
1 SKICHHH CKJIaJ MIKpoOiOTH pyOus Ta IHTEHCHBHICTH pPOCTY TBapuH
Y3rOKYIOTECS 3 JTaHUMHU iHIIUX aBTopiB [5, 8, 12, 14-16, 18, 19, 23, 27—
29, 32], oTpuMaHKX Yy JAOCII/DKEHHSIX Ha PI3HUX BIKOBHX 1 MPOJYKTUBHHX
rpynax BeNHMKOi poraroi XymoOH, oBelb i Ki3 HpO ONTHMI3allif0 B HHUX
MpOLECiB PyOLIEBOr0 TPABJICHHS Ta NOKPAIICHHS [TPOJIYKTUBHHX SIKOCTEH 3a
ATIMEHTApHOTO BHKOPHCTaHHA Mpo- 1 MNpebiOTHYHWX IIperaparis,
BUTOTOBJICHHUX Ha OCHOBI Pi3HHUX IITaMiB MiKPOCKOIIYHUX TPHOKIB.

BucHoBku. BBelneHHS B 3MMOBO-BECHSHHN CTIMJIOBHH Tepiof
nobaBok mpobiotnka EA 1o kombikopMmy spok Bikom 11-12 wmicamiB y
no3zax 0,4; 0,8 i 1,2% Ta npebiotuka ICI'/] B mo3ax 1,0;1,4 1 1,8% Bix #ioro
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Macd CTUMYJIOE PO3MHOXEHHS pyOneBHx OaxTepii,

iHy30piii Ta

MIKPOCKOMIYHUX TPHOKIB, @ TaKOX PpICT i pO3BUTOK TBapuH. HaiiOinbiu
BUP)KEHUH MO3WTHBHUH BIUIMB Ha KUIBKICHUH 1 SIKICHUI ckiian MikpoOioTH
pyOLs Ta IHTEHCHBHICTb pOCTy TBapuH Busiisie noxasanHsa 0,8%
npobiotuxa EA ta 1,4% npebiotuka ICI'/] Bin Macu koMOikopMy.
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