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ADJUSTMENT OF THE FEEDING LEVEL OF MEAT-TYPE COWS
WITH DIFFERENT LIVE WEIGHT AND FATNESS

Abstract. For the first time, on the basis of comprehensive research, it was scientifically substantiated and
experimentally proved the feasibility of changing the feeding level of cows of specialized meat-type breeds that have
a different score of fatness when using the regression coefficient between fatness and live weight.

For efficient production of high-quality beef, it is not enough to have specialized beef breeds with high genetic
potential and high-quality feed. Of great importance is the management of technology for feeding, rational use of
forage and animals. Currently, standards for feeding meat-type cows are recommended, calculated depending on
their live weight. This is an insufficiently substantiated approach, as in a group, animals can have the same live
weight, different fatness,and energy need.The rates of cow feeding should be adjusted not only taking into account
their live weight, but also the fatness of animals. In this case, the formation of groups, depending on the fatness,
becomes an obligatory technique in the technological chain of beef production that will save feed, since in the cost
structure of beef a large proportion of the costs fall on feed (60% or more), as well as increase the profitability of the
industry.

Keywords: beef cattle; fatness; live weight; scoring of fatness; correlation; regression; feeding level.

Introduction. Food security is in the focus of attention of international organizations and intergo-
vernmental bodies where Russia is a member state. The work of the UN FAO is aimed at reducing the
problem of poverty and hunger in the world by promoting the development of agriculture, improving
nutrition and solving the problem of food security.

In accordance with the Doctrine, the strategic goal of food security in Russia is to provide the
population of the country with safe agricultural products, fish and other products from aquatic biological
resources and food. That is, food security - according to the Doctrine - exists when the population of the
country is provided with safe agricultural products and other food.

In 2015 Russia exceeded the threshold indicators of the food security doctrine. The “meat safety”
indicator in 2015 reached the recommended level. In fact, the pre-reform level of consumption has been
reached, which corresponds to the rational norms recommended by the Ministry of Health of the Russian
Federation. Full satisfaction of the need for meat and meat products is provided at maintaining a
significant imbalance in certain types of meat.
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At first sight, beef production technology is simple. As it were, it is enough to have animals with high
genetic potential of meat productivity, to receive from the cow every year the offspring, to create the
necessary feeding conditions, satisfying their nutrient needs, and comfortable housing conditions.
However, for the successful production, it is not enough.An element is needed that combines the main
technological processes and stages that form the production foundation, i.e. herd management, deter-
mining the sequence of individual stages and procedures, ensuring the cohesiveness of the entire
technology, determining the economic efficiency and profitability of beef production [1-4].

Shortcomings and mistakes in the herd management lead to underperformance of the activities and
profits. To take competent management actions, we need a tool that allows us to quickly and accurately
determine the energy reserves in the body of animals and the need for nutrients since, in this case, it is
necessary to form livestock groups timely and make positive adjustments to the feeding.It is known that an
indicator of the availability of energy resources in the body and their quantity, as well as the general
condition of animals, can be shown by the live weight and fatness of beef cattle, which, in turn, is strongly
affected by the level of animal feeding [5-7].

Cows in a herd with the same live weight may have different fatness and, vice versa, cows with the
same fatness may have different live weight indicators since the live weight varies within sufficient broad
limits depending on the contents of the gastrointestinal tract, as well as on the stage of pregnancy. In this
regard, the live weight of animals cannot serve as the main indicator for determining the organism's
energy reserves. Studies by many scientists have established that the energy reserves indicator of the body
is the fatness of animals [8-10].

The fatness of animals is the amount of energy reserves in the body, deposited in the muscle fibers in
the form of fat and partially protein.

For a numerical expression of energy reserves, a score of cattle fatness was adopted. In zootechnic
science and experience, various scoring systems for fatness of livestock are used, for example, Canada and
Europe have adopted a score for fatness on 1-5 points scale, in the USA - on 1-9 scale, in Russia staff of
Federal Science Center for Animal Husbandry have proposed a 1-9 points scale system for assessing
fatness of beef cattle [11-14].

A calf is the only product derived from a meat-type cow, so you need to pay great attention to
reproduction issues. It is known that a cow should bring a calf every year, for this it should be fertilized
within 80-90 days after calving, provided that the duration of pregnancy of cows is 272-280 days (depen-
ding on the breed and foetal gender).Our studies conducted earlier on meat-type cows have shown that the
pregnancy duration of the early-ripening Angus breed was 272-273 days, and of the Limousin one, as
more long-growing, the period of intrauterine development was 278-280 days [15].

The duration of a period between calvings also depends on the length of the service period. Accor-
ding to the research of many scholars, the duration of the service period stands on the state of cow fatness.
For example, according to Dan E. Eversoul and others, only 46% of cows with a less than 3 points fatness
are bulling within 60 days after calving, while 61% of cows with 4 points fatness and 91% of cows with
5 points fatness are bulling within 2 months after calving [16].

In this regard, many of the most essential reproductive qualities depend on the state of fatness of
meat-type cows: the fertilization after the first insemination, the duration of the service period, the
duration of estrus and the estrous cycle, the interval between calvings and the milking capacity of the
cows. When cows have low fatness (below 4 points), their immunity decreases, which, in turn, leads to a
depression of reproductive functions [17, 18].

In farms throughout the year, on average, the fatness score of most healthy cows is within 3-7 points.
Before calving, it is desirable that the state of fatness of cows be 5-7 points. Depending on the physiolo-
gical state, a cow during a breeding season or after calving can lose fatness since a part of the energy
reserves in the form of fat deposits is spent on the formation of milk. Subsequently, with a balanced
feeding, it is able to recover its live weight, by the end of pregnancy comes in good condition, and
sufficient fatness ensures normal growth and development of the fetus [19, 20].

Many livestock breeders, estimating the level of feeding, make a mistake, focusing only on the live
weight of animals. Live weight of meat-type cows should not be the only indicator of the level of feeding.
In a herd, cows differ in age, in linear dimensions, in terms of pregnancy, in health, in quantity and quality
of consumed feed (in terms of the fullness of the gastrointestinal tract).Determining the level and balance
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of feeding only by live weight could lead to a distortion of the results of assessing the quality of animals
feeding. Definition of the fatness is a more reliable and accurate tool for determining the level of feeding
of animals.

In attenuate animals, there is a lack of the estrous cycle or inadequate cycles, which makes it difficult
to identify the periods of estrus, reduces the results of fertilization of dams after the first insemination.

In cows with 8-9 points of fatness, a depression in reproductive functions is also observed, a decrease
in motor activity leads to a multiplication of severe calving cases. Overnutrition of cows leads to an
increase in feed cost, which is reflected in the underperformance of production since the feed cost is the
main article of the production cost. In beef cattle breeding, feed costs reach up to 60-65% of the total
production costs. In addition, well-fed cows locating near the feed cribs always crowd out the weaker
cows and often leave them hungry.

Thus, the study of the relationship of the state of fatness with live weight of cows, in order to adjust
feeding programs, is of great economic value. Some researchers recommend how many kilograms it is
necessary to increase the live weight of cows in order to increase fatness by 1 point without indicating
changes in the feeding level [10, 20, 21]. Our studies are valid by the determination and application of the
correlation and regression coefficients between live weight and the state of fatness in points, they allow to
accurately determine the necessary changes in the feeding programs of cows in EFU (energetic feed unit),
depending not only on the live weight, but also on the state of fatness. Using this technique, each resear-
cher or producer engaged in beef production can calculate the regression value between live weight and
fatness, with a scoring system of fatness, to make adjustments to the program for cows feeding, as well as
of an individual herd.

The aim of this work is to identify the parameters that make it possible to adjust the level of feeding
depending on the live weight and the scoring of the fatness of cows 90-100 days before calving, to save
feed and ensure the profitability of the enterprise in the beef production.

Materials and methods of research — the objects of the research were cows of specialized meat-type
breeds, Hereford and Kazakh white-headed, 100 heads in each group. Studies were conducted in Polyan-
skoe and Volgar farms in 2016 commissioned by the Ministry of Agriculture of the Russian Federation
from the federal budget.In the course of the work, there were used scoring method for fatness of animals,
methods of correlation-regression and statistical analyses. The correlation coefficients between live weight
and fatness of cows were determined as the phenotypic correlation coefficient for large samples, and the
regression coefficients - according to the formula:

Rx\y: r- '(Sx: 8y):~
where r — correlation coefficient between live weight and fatness, 6, and 8, — mean-square deviation from
the arithmetic mean of both traits.

The feeding level of cows was determined according to the rates of feeding of meat-type cows deve-
loped by a team of authors under the leadership of A. P. Kalashnikov [22].

The digital material obtained in the course of research was processed by the method of variation
statistics with the calculation of basic biometric constants.

Research results. Live weight of an animal is the main trait indicating its development, state of nut-
rition. The determination of the correlation coefficient between live weight and the fatness of animals is an
essential element for determining the energy reserves of animal's organism. In the course of our research,
the arithmetic mean value and its error of the attribute taken into account (live weight) were defined, the
correlation and regression coefficients, the coefficient of variation were calculated (table 1).

Table 1 — Live weight of cows of different breeds and its variability

) Breed
Indicator
Hereford Kazakh white-headed
Live weight (M+m), kg 458.2+5.88 465.0+5.13
Cy, % 12.75 13.20
o 58.3 61.4
*(P<0.95).
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As can be seen from table 1, in live weight, the Kazakh breed cows slightly exceed the Hereford
breed cows. The difference is 6.8 kg (P<0.95). The coefficients of variation testify to the heterogeneity of
cows of herds in both groups in terms of live weight, which indicates the need for a differentiated
approach in the management ofcow feeding, to form groups ranked according to live weight and fatness.

The average fatness of animals in both groups is the same, does not exceed 6 points (table 2).

Table 2 — Fatness of cows of different breeds and its variability

) Breed
Indicator ;
Hereford Kazakh white-headed
Fatness point (M+m), 5.62+0.10 5.79+0.11
Cy, % 19.6 20.0
3 1.02 1.16

The data in table 2 indicate that the fatness of the Hereford breed is only 0.17 points (3.02%) less
than that of the Kazakh white-headed breed, the difference is not significant (P<0.95). However, the
representatives of both breeds differed in greater variability of fatness, and the mean-square deviation of
the trait in the Kazakh white-headed breed was higher than the similar indicator of Herefords by 0.14, and
the coefficient of variability - by 0.4%, which should be considered when forming technological groups.

Currently, the study of correlated variability becomes more relevant due to the need to breed animals
suitable for breeding and exploitation in industrial technology. In such animals, high productivity should
be combined with the ability for normal development and reproduction in conditions that were not usual
for their parents and remote ancestors.

Regression is a biometric parameter that shows a measure of a change in one trait depending on a
change in a correlating another trait.

In the case of a straight-line relation, uniform changes in one trait correspond to uniform changes in
the second trait with minor deviations. Determination of correlation and regression coefficients showed a
high level of correlation between these traits (table 3).

Table 3 — Correlation and regression coefficients between fatness and live weight of cows

Indicat Breed
ndicator
Hereford Kazakh white-headed
r 0.93* 0.95*
R 40.42%** 48.13%**
*P>0.95;
*#%P>() 999,

The correlation coefficients in both groups were positive and high from 0.93 to 0.95, which indicates
a large dependence of live weight of cattle on fatness. The study of regression coefficients showed that a
change in fatness in one point changes the live weight of the Hereford breed on 40.42 kg, and a change in
fatness in one point of the Kazakh white-headed breed changes the live weight by 48.13 kg. These data are
the foundation for making changes in the feeding level of cows, if necessary, and make adjustments to the
feeding program. In all cases, the correlation and regression coefficients were reliable (P>0.95... 0.999).

Changes in live weight and fatness of cows that occur during the production cycle throughout the
year should be considered as regular and, virtually, inevitable. This is due to the different physiological
condition of the cows. Since the reproductive functions of cows depend on the state of fatness, and the
fatness, in turn, depends on the level of feeding, an important first step to improve the state of nutrition
and reproductive functions is the management of feeding, taking into account the season of calving.
Ensuring 5 points fatness and above, maintaining it throughout the entire production cycle is a prerequisite
for efficient beef production. Many enterprises, farms lose part of their profits by feeding additional forage
to cows, which are in a normal state of nutrition at the time when only part of the cows need additional
energy and feed additives and will respond adequately to an increase in the feeding level.
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Keeping the cows in an optimal state of fatness (5-7 points) allows to achieve maximum results in the
reproduction of the herd and reduce the feed cost for keeping the breeding stock.

For a farm with good fatness of cows, before winter, less forage will be needed for winter, or the
forage may be of poor quality and, as a result, cheaper, which has a positive effect on the economy of the
farm. Herewith, the cows will undoubtedly lose in live weight. For herbivorous animals, it is natural to
lose weight in the most difficult time of the year. A good state of fatness before the winter period and
during lactation is the basis for a successful wintering of livestock and the preservation of high repro-
ductive qualities.

According to some authors, the assessment of the fatness of cows should be conducted three times a
year: after weaning calves or in time for the annual livestock bonitation, just before calving, and 30 days
before the start of the breeding season.

It is important to make adjustments to the feeding of cows 90-100 days before calving to achieve the
optimal level of fatness. In many cases, this period will coincide with the terms of weaning calves.
Therefore, it is necessary to regulate the fatness of animals, adjusting feeding, both attenuate cows and
animals with an excessively high condition of fatness status. In this regard, it is necessary to form groups
of animals depending on the category of fatness [21, 23].

By means of forming technological groups, organizing the feeding and keeping of cows on the basis
of the fatness scoring, it is possible to achieve an improvement in the economic performance of an
enterprise. Grouping animals according to live weight and state of fatness is a good tool for extracting
additional profits and a good management decision.

Depending on health and linear dimensions, each cow gains or loses in live weight by 40.4-48.1 kg
when changing the fatness state in 1 point. For example, if a live weight of a cow is 450 kg with fatness of
6 points, then with a decrease in fatness to 5 points it will weigh 410-402 kg. In other words, with a de-
crease in fatness in 2 points, it will lose 80-96 kg. Therefore, it is necessary to organize the feeding in such
a way that an animal can gain 80-96 kg in live weight. It needs more energy and nutrients for 45-48 kg
increase in the last three months of pregnancy on the growth of the fetus and placenta.

Recommendations on the change in live weight of cows 90-100 days before to achieve by calving the
desired fatness of 5-7 points are given in table 4.

Table 4 — Proposed changes in live weight 90-100 days before calving to achieve optimal 5-7 points of fatness

Fatness point Desirable fatness point by the calving period Increase (+), decrease (—) in live weight, kg

1 5 +160-192
2 5 +135-160
3 5 +90-135
4 5 +70-90
5 5 +45-48%
6 5-7 +45-48*
7 5-7 -

8 5-7 —25-45
9 5-7 —45-90

*For the growth of fetus and placenta.

Limited feeding of cows of specialized meat-type breeds, taking into account the period of pregnancy
and lactation, live weight and other important factors make it possible to satisfy the body’s need for
nutrition elements and to rationally use fodder resources.

Dry cows with a live weight of 450-500 kg, while maintaining good nutrition and birth of a healthy
calf, 1.73-1.82 EFU, 17-18 MJ of metabolic energy and 1.90-2.20 kg of dry matter are required per 100 kg
of live weight. 85-90 kg of digestible protein should fall on 1 EFU of the diet [2].

In our opinion, from there, it is possible to calculate the change in the rates of feeding the cows
depending on the live weight, taking into account the state of fatness, and to make changes in the diets of
(table 5, 6).
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Table 5 — Nutritional value of diets depending on the fatness of cows (live weight — 450 kg)

Fatness point Desirable fatness point by the calving period Increase (decrease) of the rates of feeding (RF)*, EFU

1 5 +3.02

2 5 +2.55-3.02

3 5 +1.70-2.55

4 5 +1.32-1.70

5 5-7 +0.85-0.91

6 5-7 +0.85-0.91

7 5-7 HK*

8 5-7 -0.47-0.85

9 5-7 —-0.85-1.70

Table 6 — Nutritional value of rations depending on the fatness of cows with different live weight

Changes in rates of feeding (RF), EFU
Fatnesspoint Desirable fatness point Live weight

400 450 550 600
1 5 +3.16 +3.02 +2.82 +2.77
2 5 +2.67-3.16 +2.55-3.02 +2.46-2.82 +2.34-2.77
3 5 +1.76-2.67 +1.70-2.55 +1.64-2.46 +1.56-2.34
4 5 +1.38-1.76 +1.32-1.70 +1.27-1.64 +1.21-1.56
5 5-7 +0.89-0.95 +0.85-0.91 +0.82-0.87 +0.78-0.84
6 5-7 +0.89-0.95 +0.85-0.91 +0.82-0.87 +0.78-0.84
7 5-7 HK HK HK HK
8 5-7 —0.50-0.89 —0.47-0.85 —0.46-0.82 —-0.43-0.78
9 5-7 —0.88-1.78 —-0.85-1.70 —0.82-1.64 —0.78-1.56

*RF (rate of feeding).

According to our calculations, to bring the fatness from 2 to 5 points, the cow will additionally need
from 2.5 to 2.9 EFU and 212.5-261.0 g of digestible protein. Accordingly, in order to reduce the fatness of
cows from 9 points to the desirable 5-7 points, it is necessary to reduce the nutritional value of the diets by
0.8-1.6 EFU and 68-144 g of digestible protein per day.

Conclusion. As a brief review of available literary sources shows, there are many studies proving the
impact of cattle fatness on the live weight and reproductive qualities of cows. Criteria for changing the
live weight of animals are given to increase their fatness by 1 point. For example, according to Parsons, in
order to increase the fatness of cows from 3 to 5 points, cows should put on weight from 90.7 to 136 kg,
and from 1 to 5 points - more than 158.8 kg [21]. According to other authors, to change the fatness in
1 point for small and medium-sized cows, the weight should be increased by 27-36 kg, and for large cows
by 45-68 kg [10, 20].But no one researcher gives criteria for increasing the level of feeding. In our studies,
to increase the fatness by one point, the cows of the Hereford breed should add 40.4 kg in weight, and the
Kazakh white-headed cows - 48.1 kg. Apparently, these values depend on the initial live weight of the
cows. Knowing the energy needs of cows, we calculated how much it is necessary to increase the level of
feeding of animals. For example, to bring up fatness from 2 to 5 points, cows will additionally need from
2.5 to 2.9 EFU and 212.5-261.0 g of digestible protein, respectively, for Hereford and Kazakh white-
headed breed.

The level of cows feeding depends on the state of fatness and a certain period of time is required to
change the fatness.
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From an economic point of view, the fatness of cows should be increased in the summer pasture
period, when the forage is cheap and complete. Much attention should be paid to the use of natural forage
lands, which are very important for reducing the cost of animals maintenance. Pastures should have good
herbage, sufficient to meet the nutritional needs of animals.

In a herd, animals always have a different state of nutrition. Excessive feeding of cows with high
fatness leads to a reduction of profits, at a time when only part of the cows needs additional feeding. For-
mation of groups of cows based on the state of nutrition and management of feeding, depending on the
scoring of fatness, are required techniques for improving the economy of beef production. In terms of the
organization of seasonal calving, the best way to make adjustments to the feeding program is 90-100 days
before calving.

Our research shows the presence of a high positive correlation between live weight and the fatness
state of cows, which allows calculating the regression coefficient between live weight and fatness. Kno-
wing the quantitative change in live weight of animals with a change in fatness at 1 point,it is possible to
reduce the cost of cows feeding. This will allow to save on expensive forage, to improve the reproductive
quality of the breeding stock and the efficiency of beef production.

Analysis of the obtained data in the course of research indicates that high positive relation has been
established between live weight and fatness of cows (r = 0.93 for Hereford and r = 0.95 for Kazakh white-
headed breed). This made it possible to calculate the regression coefficients between the considered traits.
It has been established that an increase in fatness by 1 point contributes to an increase in live weight of
cows of Hereford and Kazakh white-headed breeds by 40.4 and 48.1 kg, respectively that gives reason
to adjust the level of feeding 90-100 days before calving upwards: for cows with 1 point of fatness by
3.02 EFU; with 2 points fatness - by 2.67-3.02; 3 points - 1.70-2.55; 4 points - 1.32-1.70; 5-6 points -
0.85-0.91 EFU. For cows with fatness of 8 points, it is necessary to reduce the level of feeding by 0.47-
0.85 EFU; with fatness of 9 points - by 0.85-1.70 EFU.

Thus, the timely formation of technological groups, taking into account live weight and fatness, the
obligatory adjustment of the feeding level of animals in the "cow-calf" system, are important factors of
saving forage, increasing the profitability of the beef productionenterprise.

P. M. Myz[apnconl, W. H. Xakumor?, B. T'. Cemenor’, JI. A. Bai/'IM¥1<aHOB4, A. T. Bapaknn’,
H. U. KyJIbMaKOBaG, JIL A, KopOCTeneBaz, K. K. I/ICX3H4, K. b. Anees*

YKoraps! GiniM Gepyin degepanibik MEMIEKETTIK OIOLKeTTiK GinimM Gepymekemeci
«bamkypT MEMIIEKETTIK arpapIiblK YHUBEpCUTET», Y da, bamkyprcran Pecnyomukacsr, Pecefd,
“Koraps! GiniM GepyiH heaepanibik MeMIEKeTTIK GroPKeTTIK GiniM Gepymekemeci
«Camap MEMJIEKETTIK aybUIIIapyallbUIBIK akageMusace», Camapa, Peceid,
*YKorape! Giim Oepyxin denepangplk MEMIIEKETTIK OI0DKETTIK OiriM Oepymexemeci
«YyBall MEMJICKETTIK aybUIIapyalibUIbIK akaaeMusicbi»,Yebokcapsl, Uysamn PecryOnukacel, Peceid,
*Kasak yJITTHIK arpapiibik yHHBEPCHTET], KOMMEPLHUSIIBIK eMec aKIHOHEPIiK KoraM, AnmaThl, Kasakcran,
>Yoraps! 6iim GepyiH (enepanabIK MeMIEKETTiK G10KeTTiK 6itiM Gepymexemeci
«Bourorpaj; MeMIIEKeTTIK arpapIiblK yHUBEpCHUTETI», Bonrorpan, Peceit,
YKorape! 6iim Gepy i beaepanibiK MeMIEKeTTIK GI0KETTIK OitiM Gepy MekeMeci «Peceil MeMeKeTTik
arpapislk yHuBepcuteTi — K. A. TUMupsi3eB aTblHIaFb! aybll MIapyalbUIBIFED Mackey akagemusicbl, Mackey, Peceit

KOH/IbLJIBIFbI MEH TIPI CAJIMAFBITYPJII ETTI IPI KAPAHBI A3BIKTAH/IBIPY
JEHTEATH TEHECTIPY

AnHotanusa. Kemennai 3epTreynep HerisiHme anram peT KOHABUIBIFBIMEH Tipi calMarbl apachIHIAFBl perpec-
CUSUTBIK KOO((UIMEHTTI Maijiananrad Kes3lle SpTYpi KOHIbUIBIKOAIUIIapsl O0ap apHailbl eTTi ipi KapaHbIH a3bIK-
TaHJBIPY JEHIeHIH ©3TepTY/IH FUIBIMH-HET13/ILIIr XKoHE SKCIEPUMEHTANbI TYPAE IS ACHII.

JKorapsl canaiubl CUBIp €TiH THIMJI OHIIPY YILIiH JKOFapbl TeHETHKAJIBIK dJeyeTi Oap ipi Kapa TYKbIMIAapbIHBIH
JKOHE JKOFapbl Carlalibl a3bIKTHIH OOJYBI JKETKITIKCI3. A3BIKTHI JKOHE JKaHyapJlapAbl YTHIM/IBI TTaiilaaHy TEXHOJIOTHS-
CBIH YHbIMIacThIpy aca MaHbI3Ibl. Kasipri yakpITTa ipi KapaHbla3bIKTaHbIPYFa YCHIHBIIFAH CTaHAAPTTap, OJapIblH
Tipl camMarbiHa OaiJIaHBICTHI ecenTeNneli. by JKeTKUTIKCI3 MoNenIeHreH o/ic, OMTKeHI TONTa XaHyapiIapAblH Tipi
CaJIMaFrbl, TYpii KOHABUIBIFEIMEH JHEPTUsAFa JIeTeH KaKETTUIIri 00JMybl MYMKiH. Ipi KapaHBIH a3bIKTaHABIPY HOpMa-
Japbl ONApIBIH Tipi caJMaFblH €cKepill KaHa KOHMal, COHBIMEH KaTap >XaHyapiiapAblH KOHIBUIBIFBIH na Oipre
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ecenTeny KaxeT. by xarmadina ipi KapaHBIH KOHIBUIBIFBIHA OaiiTaHBICTHI TONTApIBIH KaJBITACYHI ipi Kapa eTiH
OHIIIPYAIH TEXHOJOTHSIBIK Ti30eriHe MiHAETTI TypAe KaObUIoaHaapl, Oy KEMIIeNTi YHeMIeyre MyMKIHIIIK Oepeni,
OMTKEeHI ipl Kapa eTi KYHBIHBIH KYpPBUTBIMBIHIA a3bIKKa (60% >KoHE ofaH Ia KeIl) MIBIFBIH KeTeHdl, EMEK CalaHbIH
KipiCiH JKOFapbLUIaTy Kaxer.

Tyiiin ce3mep: ipi Kapa Mai, KOHABUIBIK; Tipi CaaMaK; KOHIBUIBIK VIIAiIapbl; KOPPEISLUsA; PErPECCHsT; a3bIK-
TaHABIPY JCHTEHi.

P. M. Mynapncon', M. H. Xakumog?, B. I'. Cemenos’, JI. A. BaﬁMyKaHOB4, A.T. Bapamms,
H. . KyJIbMaKOBaG, JI A. KopOCTeneBaz, K. K. I/chaﬂ4, K. B. Anees*

'DenepainbHOE rocy 1apCTBEHHOE GIOKETHOE 06Pa30BaTEeIbHOE YUPEXK/ICHHE BBICIIEr0o 00pa30BaHHs
«bamkupckuii ToCyIapCTBEHHBIN arpapHblil yHHBepcHTET», Y (a, Pecrrybimka bamkopTtocTan, Poccus,
dezepatbHOE TOCYIAPCTBEHHOE BIOKETHOR 00Pa30BaATENLHOE YUPEK/ICHHE BEICIIEr0 00pa3oBaHMs
«Camapckasi rocyiapcTBEHHas CeJIbCKOX03siicTBeHHast akajgemus», Camapa, Poccus,
dezeparbHOE TOCYIAPCTBEHHOE GIOKETHOE 00PA30BATENLHOE YUPEXK/ICHHE BEICIIEr0 00pa3oBaHMs
«UyBamickas rocyiapcTBeHHasl CEJIbCKOX03sIMCTBEHHAs akaieMus», Uebokcapsl, UyBanickas Pecryonuka, Poccus,
Hexommepueckoe akmoHepHoe 001ecTBo «Ka3axckuii HallMOHaIbHBIN arpapHbIi yHUBEPCUTETY,
Anmartsl, KazaxcraHn,
>desepabHOE FOCYIAPCTBEHHOE GI0IKETHOE 00PA30BaATEIEHOE YUPEXK/ICHHE BEICIIET0 06Pa30BaHMs
«Bourorpanckuii rocy1apcTBEHHBIN arpapHblil yHUBEpCUTET», Bonrorpan, Poccus,
SenepanbHOE TOCYIAPCTBEHHOE BIODKETHOE 00Pa30BATENFHOE YUPEKICHHE BBICIIEr0 00Pa30BaAHHS
«Poccuiickuil rocy1apCTBEHHBIN arpapHblil YHUBEPCUTET — MOCKOBCKAsl CEIbCKOX03IMCTBEHHAS aKaJeMUs
nM. K. A. TumupszeBa», Mocksa, Poccus

KOPPEKIIMSI YPOBHSI KOPMJIEHUSI MSICHBIX KOPOB
PA3HOM ) KUBOM MACCHI U YIIMTAHHOCTU

AnHOTanusi. BriepBble Ha OCHOBE KOMIUIEKCHBIX HCCIIEIOBaHMI HAay4HO OOOCHOBaHa M 3KCHEPHMEHTAIBEHO
JIOKa3aHa [1eJIeCO00pa3HOCTh N3MEHEHHS YPOBHS KOPMJICHHUSI KOPOB CIIEIHAIN3UPOBAHHBIX MSCHBIX ITOPOJ, UMEIO-
IMAX Pa3IndHyl0 OAUIbHYIO OLEHKY YNHUTAHHOCTH IIPH HCIIOJIB30BAHUM KOX((HUIMEHTa perpeccuu Mexmy yIH-
TaHHOCTBIO U ’KMBOI MacCoOu.

Jnst 3G pexTHBHOro NpoM3BOACTBA BBICOKOKAYECTBEHHOH TOBSIMHBI HEJOCTAaTOYHO HMETh CHELHaIn3HpO-
BaHHBIE MSCHBIC MOPOABI CKOTA C BHICOKMM T'€HETHUECKHM MOTEHINAIOM M KaueCTBEHHbIe KopMa. bonbinoe 3Hade-
HHE UMEET OpPTraHM3alys TEXHOJIOTHH KOPMJIEHHS, PAallMOHAIBHOTO HCIONIB30BaHUSI KOPMOB U KMBOTHBIX. B HacTo-
Aee BpeMA PCKOMEHAOBAHbI HOPMbBI KOPMJICHHS MSCHBIX KOPOB, paCCUMTAHHBLIC B 3aBUCUMOCTHU OT HX JKUBOM
Macchl. TO HEJOCTATOYHO 0OOCHOBAHHBIN MOJX0/], TAK KaK B IPYIIIE KUBOTHBIE MOTYT UMETh OJJMHAKOBYIO JKHUBYIO
Maccy, pa3iIMuHyl0 YIUTaHHOCTh U MOTPEOHOCTh B SHEprun. HopMbl KOpMIIEHHSI KOPOB JIOJKHBI KOPPEKTHPOBATHCS
HE TOJIBKO C y4ETOM HX JKMBOM MaccChl, HO M YIMTaHHOCTH >KMBOTHBIX. B 3TOM cityyae ¢opmupoBanue rpymm, B
3aBUCHMOCTH OT YIIUTAaHHOCTH KOPOB, CTAHOBUTCS 00sI3aTEIILHBIM MTPUEMOM B TEXHOJIOTHYECKOH LIeNn IPOU3BOJICTBA
TOBSIAMHBI, YTO TTO3BOJIUT COKOHOMHUTH KOPMa, TaK KaK B CTPYKTYpe ce0E€CTOMMOCTH TOBSIIMHBI OOJIbIIAs OIS 3aTpaT
npuxoxures Ha kopMa (60 % u Goee), TOBBICHTH IOXOAHOCTH OTPACIIH.

Ki1roueBble c10Ba: MACHOI CKOT; YIHTaHHOCTb; )KMBasi Macca; OayulbHasl OLEHKA YIUTAHHOCTH; KOPPEIALS;
perpeccusi; ypoBeHb KOPMIICHHS.
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