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HauioHanbHuiA yHiBepcuteT Biopecypcis i NpUpoaoKOPUCTYBaHHS YkpaiHu,

Byn. lepoiB O6oponu, 15, M. Kui, 03041, YkpaiHa

MapameTpu po3mipy yrpynyBaHHs Kypen-Hecy4yok NpoOMMUCIIOBOrO CTaja B KIiTKax He
nepeadayeHi YHHMMM BiTYM3HAHMMM HOpMamy. 3a pekoMeHgdauisiMmn po3pobHMKa Kpocy, BOHM
MatoTb HanivyBaTu He MeHLLEe 7 rofiB, Xo4a Ha npakTuui gocsratotsb 100 ronie, TOMy NoTpedytoTh
YTOYHEHHS Nig Yac BUKOPUCTAHHSA 12-pyCHUX KNITKOBUX 6aTtapen KnacuyHUX KOHCTPYKLiN.
MeTa gocnigpkeHb — BMBYMTY BNNMB BENUYNHU YTPYMYyBaHHS Kypemn Ha iXHI0 NPOAYKTUBHICTL 3a
YMOBW OZIHAKOBOI LLNIbHOCTI MOCAAKM HECYYOK Y KIiTKax-aHanorax 3a KOHCTpykuieto. [Ins uboro
B YMOBaXx Cy4acCHOro KOMMMeKcy 3 BUPOOHMLUTBA Xap4oBux seub cchopMyBanu 4 rpynu Kypewn,
KOXHY 3 SIKMX YTPMMYyBanu B OKPEMOMY MTALLHUKY-aHaNory 3a nroLlero Ta yCTaTkyBaHHAM, 00-
nagHaHoMy 12-9pyCHUMM KIITKOBUMMW BaTapesmm, po3mip KITiTOK B SIKUX PI3HUBCS. YrpynyBaHHS
Kypen y KoXHin knitui 1-i rpynu Hanivysano 93, 2-i — 52, 3-i — 17 Tta 4-i — 9 ronis. MakcumarnbHy
peani3auito NPOAYKTUBHOCTI Kypel-Hecy4oK cydacHMX BinosiedHMX KpociB Mig Yac ix yTpumMaHHs
Yy KniTKax 12-apycHux KnitkoBmx 6ataper cnoctepirany 3a yrpynyBaHb no 52—93 ronoswu, Lo Aae
MOXITMBICTb 3a 44-TWXKHEBWI Nepiod BUKOPUCTaHHA [oaaTKoBo oTpumMyBaTn 13,3—48,2 MIH. aeup
3 KOXXHOro ntawHuka (4,5-16,5 tmc. Wwt. 3 1 M21Moro NMoLLi) NOpPiBHAHO 3 rpynamu no 9 ronis
3a BULLIOTO PiBHSA €BPOMENCHKOro koediuieHTa edheKTUBHOCTI iX BUpOOHMUTBA Ha 1,6—2,8 oa.
MokasaHo, Lo po3Mip yrpynysBaHHs 17 ronie € HegocTaTHIM And popMyBaHHs cTpaTerii coLianeHOT
TONEPaHTHOCTI B Kyper i CynpoBOOKYETHCS CTPECOBMMM CTaHaMM, LLIO MPOSIBISIETECSA 3HDKEHHSAM
36epexeHocTi noronis’a Ha 1,7-2,1%, macu Tina — Ha 2,6—3,4%, HeCy4OCTi Ha NOYaTKOBY He-
cy4Kky — Ha 3,9-8,4% i Ha cepeaHio — Ha 4,3—4,4%, a TakoX 3HKEHHAM BUTPAT KopMy Ha 1,5—
1,6%, LLO 3yMOBMOE 3MEHLLEHHS! BANIOBOrO BMUXOAY siELpb Ha 4,4—39,3 MIH. LUT. | srlemac — Ha
291,9-2508,6 T 3 KOXKHOrO NTALIHKUKA, Y TOMY Ynchi Ha 1,5-13,5 Tuc. wrt. Ta 100,1-860,6 kr 3 1 m?
MOro NoLyj, 3MeHLLEHHS BMXOAY AuLemMacy Ha novatkoBy Hecyyky Ha 0,7—1,5 Kr 3i 3H/KEeHHAM
piBHSA €BpONEnchKoro koeailieHTa edpeKTUBHOCTI BUpoBHMLTBa sielb Ha 1,0-2,2 o, YTpyMaHHs
Kypemn-HeCcy4oK yrpynyBaHHAMK no 9 roniB NPOBOKYE XPOHIYHMI CTpec vyepe3 hopMyBaHHS cuUC-
Temu cTabinbHOI iepapxii Ta MOXNMBY OECNOTUYHY MNOBEAIHKY, BHACNIAOK YOro 36epexeHiCTb 3HW-
XyeTbes Ha 4,4—6,5%, maca Tina — Ha 2,1-5,4%, HecyuiCTb Ha NoOYaTKOBY | HA CepeaHI0 HeCyY-
Ky — Ha 2,8-11,0% i Ha 3,8-8,0% BianoBiaHO, a TakoX BUTPATU KOPMY 3HUXKYIOTLCS Ha 2,0—-3,6%,
LLIO MPU3BOAMTL A0 3MEHLLEHHS BarloBOro BUxoay sieLlpb Ha 8,9—48,2 MrH. WT. Ta snuemacu — Ha
552,0-3060,5 T 3 KOXXHOro NTaLlHMKa, 3okpema Ha 3,0-16,5 Tuc. wr. i 189,4-1050,0 kr 3 1 m? noro
NMOLLi, 3MEHLLEHHSI BUXOAY ANLEeMacu Ha novaTkoBy Hecyyky Ha 0,4—1,9 Kr 3i 3HVKEHHSM PIiBHS
eBponencbkoro koedilieHTa edpekTMBHOCTI BUpobHMUTBa Aeupb Ha 0,6—2,8 oa.

KnrovoBi cnoBa: Kypu, BeENuuMHa yrpynyBaHHsi, HECYYiCTb, 30epexeHiCTb, CTpec, EBPO-
NEencbkMn KoedilieHT ePeKTUBHOCTI BUPOOHULTBA SELIb

Y nepiog aganTtauii 40 TEXHONOrYHMX NpoLeciB op-
raHiam NTuLi NOCTINHO 3a3Ha€E BNNNBY HEraTUBHUX YMH-
HUKIB cepefoBuLLa YTPUMaHHS — CTPecopiB, ski Yepes
HepBOBY Ta EHOOKPUHHY CUCTEMW NPOBOKYOTH MOPO-
NOrivHi i pyHKUiOHaNbHI 3MiHM B OpraHax i TKaHuHax,

LLIO CYNPOBOAXYETLCHA 3HVXEHHSAM NPOAYKTUBHOCTI,
NPUPOOHOI PE3NUCTEHTHOCTI OpraHiaMy Ta 3MiHO noBe-
OiHKK kypen y rpyni [17, 27]. Came 3i 3MiHOI NOBEiHKN
Kypew 3arnexHo Bif po3MmipiB yrpynyBaHHs MOB’A3Y0Tb
BMHUKHEHHS y HUX cTpecy [14]. CTpecosi cuTtyalii Bu-
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MaratoTb Bif OpraHiamy NTuLi AOAaTKOBUX BUTPAT eHepril
Ha aganTauito 4O HOBMX YMOB iCHYBaHHS, 3MiH iHCTUHK-
TMBHOI NOBEAIHKN, L0 NPU3BOAUTb 0 3HMKEHHS HECY-
YOCTi Yepes NOopYLUEHHSA OBYNATOPHOro Lmkny [21, 22].
3 LUIMPOKUM CNEKTPOM MOBEAIHKOBMX, Gi3ioNoriyHux Ta
iIMYHORMOrYHMX B32aEMO3aNnexXHNX 3MiH B opraHiamMi Kypem
NOB’A3YI0Tb 3HUXEHHS IXHbOT HECYYOCTI 3a Ail cTpec-
dakTopiB 1 iHWI gocnigHukm [12, 20, 28]. MNeHi noseaiH-
KOBI fji Kypen 3a CTPeCcoBUX CUTYaLliin CyNpPOBOMKYHOTLCS
3MEHLLEHHAM 0b6csriB cnoxmnBaHHA kopmy Ha 34,7% [1,
22], nopyLUeHHSIM eHOOKPUHHOI cucTeMu [7], KNCNOTHO-
NY>HOI piBHOBaru [8], 3HWKEHHAM aHTUOKCUAAHTHOIO
cTatycy, ranbMyBaHHAM (PYHKLiA OKpEMUX OpraHiB Ta
dpigionoridyHnx MexaHiamis [27]. 3okpema, 3a NigBuULLEHHS
PiBHS KOPTUKOCTEPOHY, HOpaApeHaniHy i agpeHaniHy
HacTaloTb NOpYLUEHHs perynsauii gisionorivHnx npoLecis,
sIKi CTOCYIOTbCS CTEPOiJoreHesy, a OTxe — POCTY, po3-
BUTKY dponikynis Ta oBynauil auueknituH [24, 30]. Takox
0oCnabniolTbCH CUHTES | BUBINbHEHHS BiTEMNOrEHiHy, He-
obxigHoro ans popmMyBaHHs oBTKa anua [3, 9]. Agpe-
HariH in vitro cnpundnHsie atpesito coonikynis [23], oro Bu-
COKa KOHLIEHTpaLlis B OpraHiami NpuransMoBye OBYMsLL0
i BifTak BigKNaaeHHs sielb; BUCOKa KOHLIEHTpaLis KopTu-
KOCTEpPOHY MpU3BOAUTbL 0 AeCTPYKUii aedHnkiB [11].

BenunuuHa yrpynyBaHHs NTULi CYTTEBO BNIMBAE Ha
Pi3Hi KOTHITUBHI MexaHi3Mn. PO3Mip rpyny YMHWUTb TUCK Ha
OCHOBHi CTPYKTYpU MO3KY, LLIO KOPENoe 3 NiasuLLeHUMMN
BMMOraMu 0O NTWUi, SKa X1Be Yy BiAHOCHO BErVKUX,
CKINagHuX Ta AMHaMIYHKX colianbHux opraHisadisix [10].
Lli BmOrun cTocytoTbCs 34€6inbLIOro KOHKYpPeHLii 3a iy
abo gocTyn 8o iHWKUX LWiHHKMX pecypciB. Bapiauii pos-
Mipy yrpynyBaHHS B MPUPOSHMX MNOMNYynsALisX camopery-
NIOKTBLCS, OfHAK B yMOBaX MPOMUCIIOBOIO YTPUMAHHS
Kypeu Taka MOXIUBICTb BiACYTHS. [1TMuUs He mae 3Morm
MOKMHYTW rpynoBy 0OCTaHOBKY, BHACHIAOK YOro yTBOpHO-
I0TbCS NOCUNEHI arpecuBHi B3aeMogil, ki MOXYTb Cripu-
STW OecnoTuYHIA noBediHui [25]. OgHak ocTaHHi gocri-
IKEeHHS cBigyaTh, WO couianbHa noBefiHka NTuui He
obMexXyeTbcs e hopMyBaHHAM iepapxii, BOHa Ha-
GaraTo nnacTuyHila Ta gMHaMIYHIWa, HiK BBaXkano-
ca paHiwe. Lia noBediHKkoBa NNacTUYHICTb 403BOMSE
NTULi 3MiHIOBaTK CcTpaTeril i nerwe NpMcTocoBYBaTUCS
[0 Pi3HMX TEXHOIOMYHMX (CoLianbHNX Ta Pi3ndHMX) YMOB
y Mexax obmexxeHoro yrpynysaHHsi [13].

306inbLlUeHHSA BEMMYMHW YrpynyBaHHSA Kypewn (noHag
10 romiB) 3a ix yTpMMaHHA y KniTkax baraTosipycHux
GaTtaper 4OCMigHMKN acoLitoloTb 3i 3HUWXKEHHAM 30epe-
XEeHOCTi noronis’a Ta NoripLweHHAM NPoAYKTUBHOCTI
[4, 6, 16]. Takox € NOBIAOMMNEHHS NPO Te, WO YTPUMaH-
HS Kypew cepefHiMu 3a BENTMYMHOK YrpynyBaHHAMM
(6rnnabko 30 ronis) Moxe NPOBOKYBATU Yy HUX COLLianb-
HUI CTPEC, KU CYNPOBOAXKYETHCA 3HMKEHHAM NpPOo-
OYKTUBHOCTI, OCKIifTbKW PO3Mip Takoil rpyny HaaTo Benu-
Kni, Wob BMpobutn cTabinbHy iepapxito, ane samanumn
Ona TonepaHTHOI couianbHoi cuctemn [14, 19].

MapameTtpu po3mipy yrpynyBaHb Kypen-Hecy4ok npo-
MWCIIOBOIO CTaja Y Kritkax He nepeadajveHi YUHHUMK BiT-
YMSHAHMM HOPMaMW, a 32 pekoMeHaaLiIMU Po3pobHMKa
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KpOCY BOHU MaloTb HarnivyBaTn He MeHLue 7 ronis [15],
Xo4a Ha npakTuui gocaratotb 100 ronis, TOMy NOTPebyOTL
YTOMHEHHS N Yac BUKOPUCTaHHS 12-apYCHUX KIMITKOBUX
GaTapeln Krnacu4HMX KOHCTPYKLUin. OgHaK BnvB po3Mipis
YrpynyBaHHs Kypewn Ha iXHIO NPOAYKTUBHICTL 3a KINiTKOBOMO
YTPMMaHHA 3 OOHAKOBOH 3abe3MeyeHICTIO MOLLEto BUBYa-
NV NepeBaxXHO Ha HeBenukux rpynax ntuui (oo 10 ronis)
[2, 5, 26] abo x y gocnigax BUKOPMUCTOBYBaNu KniTku
Pi3HUX KOHCTPYKLi Ta BUPOOHWKIB, LLIO YHEMOXIUBIIIOE
X agekBaTHe NopiBHAHHSA [29]. Takum YMHOM, iCHYE He-
OOXiOQHICTb BUBYEHHS BMAMBY BEMUYMHM YrpyrnyBaHHA
Kypemn Ha iXHI0 MPOAYKTUBHICTb3a OQHAKOBOI LLiMbHOCTI
NOCaAKN HECY4OK Y KniTKax-aHanorax 3a KOHCTPYKLIEto.

Mema 0OocniidxeHb nonarana y BUBYEHHI BNIUBY
BEITMYMNHN YrpynyBaHHA Kypen Ha TXHI0 NPOOYKTUBHICTb
3a 0O[JHAKOBOI LLINbHOCTI NOCaAKN HECYYOK Yy KIliTKax-
aHanorax 3a KOHCTPYKLU€tO.

MaTepianu i meTogm

Ak 06’eKkT gocnigKeHb BUKOPMUCTOBYBanu S€4HUX
Kypeyn npomucnosoro ctaga Hy-Line W-36. Oocnign
3 eKcrneprMeHTanbHUMK TBapMHaMu NPOBOAMIN BiAMNo-
BiAHO A0 npaBun €BPONENCcbKoi KOHBEHLT NPO 3aXMCT
xpebeTtHux TBapuH (OdiuiiHniA BicHMK €BPONENnCHKOro
Coto3y L276/33, 2010).

B yMoBax cy4acHOro Komnrekcy 3 BUpobHULTBA Xap-
YOBUX A€Ub ChopmyBanu 4 rpynu Kypem, KOXKHY 3 KX
YyTPUMyBanu B OKpeMOMY MTaLLHMKY-aHanory 3a nnoLueto
(2915 m?), obnagHaHOMy 12-ApyCHMMM KINITKOBUMUW GaTa-
pesamu Big Dutchman (HimeudnHa), po3mip KMiToK B SKMUX
pi3HUBCS. 3anexHo Big po3Mipy KMiTOK, 3@ 04HAKOBOI
LWinbHocTi nocaaku (23,0 romn./m?) noronis’a Kypemn y HUx
Byrio pi3HMM. YrpyrnyBaHHS Kypew Y KOXHIW KniTui 1-i rpynm
(kniTka 362x112,0 cm) HanidyBano 93, 2-i rpynu (kriTka
360x62,55 cm) — 52, 3-i rpynun (knitka 120%62,55 cm) —
17 1a 4-i rpynu (knitka 70%56 cm) — 9 ronis (Tabn. 1).

Ynpogosx gocnigy kypen 3abesnevysany NUTHOO
BOZ0l0, MOBHOPALiOHHUMK KOMBiKOpMaMn OOQHAKOBO-
ro cknagy Ta yTpumysanu 3rigHo 3 sumoramu (BHTTT-
ATl1K-04.05). Ynponoex 44 TKHIB NPOAYKTUBHOIO nepiogy
LLIOAHS BM3HAYarnm KinbKiCTb S€Lb, 3HECEHUX HECYYKaMM
KOXHOI rpynu, Ta iHTEHCUBHICTb Hecy4yocTi. LLlogeHHo
3aiicHioBanun obnik KinbKOCTi Kyper, Lo BMOynn (Yepes
3arnbensb i BUOpaKyBaHHs1) Ta BU3HaYanm 36epexeHicTb
noronis’a. Pa3 Ha TvxaeHb OLiHIoBanM Macy sieUb i XuBy
Macy HECY4OK 3 NEBHMX MapKOBaHWX KIiTOK 3a BUBIPKOIO,
sika cTaHoBMIa He MeHLwe Hixx 100 (n=100).

€Bponencbknin kKoedilieHT edekTUBHOCTI BUPOOG-
HULTBA sieUb BU3Ha4anu 3a popmynoto [18]:

€= (1,4 x M) — (0,35 x K),

ae €,. — eBponencekmin koedilieHT edheKTUBHOCTI, V.0.;
1,4 i 0,35 — KOHCTaAHTHI 3HAYEHHS;
M — geyHa maca (avuemaca), Kr/ron.;
K — Butpatu kopmy Ha BUpobHULUTBO 1 Kr anue-
Macw, Kr.
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Tabnuusa 1. Cxema gocnigy
Table 1. The scheme of the experiment

Xapaktepuctuka I'pyna kypew / Group of hens

Characteristic 1 2 3 4

KinbKicTb sipyciB y MTaLuHuKy
Number of tiers 12
in the poultry house

KinbkicTb kniTok

4704 6048 18144 30912
Number of cages
KinbkicTb ronis y knitui /
BEMUYMHA YrpyrnyBaHHs! 93 52 17 9

Number of hens in the cage /
group size

NGRS DR 1 2 437472 314496 308448 278208
Number of hens in the group
LinbHicTb nocagku, ron./m? 230
Seating density, hens/m? ’
3abeaneyeHicTb NnoLleto,
cm?/ron 436,0 433,0 4415 4356
Area provision, cm?/hen

Poamipw knitku, cm /
Cage dimensions, cm

— poBsxwHa / length 362 360 120 70
— rnubuHa / depth 112,0 62,55 62,55 56

Mnowa kniTkn, cm?
Cage area, cm? 40544 22518 7506 3920
KinbKicTb Hinemnis y KMiTui, LWT.
Number of nipples 12 17 12 1,5
in the cage, pcs.

®PpoHT rogieni, cM
Front of feeding, cm 7.8 6,9 7,1 7.8
Mnowa nTawHunka, cm?

Poultry house area, cm? 2

OTpumaHi undpoBi peaynbTaty onpalboByBanm
MeTogamu BapialinHoT cTaTucTukK. BiporigHicTb Bia-
MIHHOCTEN MiX cepedHiMM BENUYMHaMM BU3Ha4anm 3a
t-kpuTepiem CTblogeHTa, pi3HuLi BBaXkanu BiporigHMMm
3a P<0,05.

Pe3ynkTaT 1 06roBOpeHHs

36epexeHiCTb MoroniB’s y BCiX rpynax Oyna HuK4o
Bi PiBHA, pekOMeHJ0BaHOro po3pobHNKoM Kpocy Hy-
Line W-36 — 96,4% (1abn. 2). OgHak HanbinbLuy pisHn-
Lit0 3 pekoMeHA0BaHMM piBHEM 36epexeHocTi (11,2%)
crnocTepiranu B Kypew 4-i rpynu, SKkux yTpumysanu
rpynamm no 9 ronie, Togi K Kypu 1-1 rpynu He gocsaranuy
HopmaTusy Ha 4,7%, 2-i — Ha 5,1%, a 3-i — Ha 6,8%.
30epexeHicTb Noronis’s B Kyper 4-i rpynum 6yna HKYo0
Ha 6,5% (P<0,001) nopisHsHO 3 1-t0, Ha 6,1% (P<0,001)
i 4,4% (P<0,001) nopiBHsAHO 3 2- Ta 3-t0 rpynamu Bigno-
BigHO. B kypen 2-i rpynu 36epexeHicTb Oyna H1xX4oto
Ha 0,4% (P<0,001) nopiBHsIHO 3 1-0 rpynoto, a B Kypen

10

3-1 rpynn — Ha 2,1% (P<0,001) ta 1,7% (P<0,001)
NOPIBHSAHO 3 1- Ta 2-10 rpynamu BignoBsigHo.

HopmaTtnBHmMx nokasHukiB 3a macoto Tina (1,54—
1,58 Kkr) gocsarnu nuwie Hecyyku 1-i Ta 2-i rpyn. Han-
HW)K4a Maca Tina i, BignoBigHoO, HanbinbLle BiaXuneH-
HS Bif, HOPMATUBHMX MOKAa3HUKIB BUSIBITIEHO Y Kypen 4-i
rpynu, ki noctynanuesa 1-n rpyni Ha 5,4% (P<0,001),
2-i—Ha 4,6% (P<0,001) Ta 3-n — Ha 2,1% (P<0,001).
BogHouac Hecy4ku 2-i rpynu manu Ha 0,9% Huxay
macy Tina (P<0,001) nopisHsAHO 3 1-t0 rpynoto, a 3-i
rpynu — Ha 3,4% (P<0,001) i 2,6% (P<0,001) nopiBHsiHO
3 1-10 Ta 2-t0 rpynamu BignosigHo.

3rigHoO 3 HOpMaTMBHMMMK BMMOramu, HECYYiCTb Ha
No4YaTKOBY HECYYKY Y BiLi 62 TWXHI Mae CTaHOBUTKU
262,2-268,7 wWT., a Ha cepegHio — 267,0-273,6 WT.
PaKTUYHO X, HECYYICTb XOAHOI 3 rpyn Ha No4YaTkoBy
HeCcy4Ky He Jocsrna HeobXigHOro piBHS, cnocTepiranm
3HWKEHHS HECYYOCTI 3i 3MEHLUEHHSIM PO3Mipy rpynu
Kypen. 3o0Kkpema, HECY4iCTb Ha NOYaTKOBY HECYUKY
6yna BuLLoto Ha 4,7% B kypewn 1-i rpynu (P<0,001) no-
piBHSIHO 3 2-t0 rpynoto, Ha 9,2% (P<0,001) i 12,4% —
nopiBHAHO 3 3-10 i 4-t0 rpynamu BignosigHo. Hecy-
yicTb Kypem 2-i rpynu 6yna suwwoto Ha 4,1% (P<0,001)
i 7,1% (P<0,001) nopiBHsIHO 3 3-10 i 4-t0 rpynamm Bia-
nosigHo, a 3-i rpynn — Ha 2,9% (P<0,001).

3a HecyuiCTIo Ha cepeaHI0 HECYYKY HOPMAaTMBHOIO
piBHS gocarnu kypu 1-i Ta 2-1 rpyn. Hameuwy Hecy-
YiCTb Ha cepepnHIo0 HecydKy mManu Kypu 1-i rpynu, He-
3HauHo BuLLy Ha 0,1% (P<0,05), 4,5% (P<0,001) i 8,6%
(P<0,001) nopiBHSAHO 3 2-t0, 3-10 i 4-t0 rpynamu Bigno-
BiaHo. Kypu 2-i rpynu manu Ha 4,6% (P<0,001) i 8,7%
(P<0,001) BWLLY HECYYICTb NOPIBHAHO 3 3- i 4-10 rpynamMm
BignoBigHo, a kypu 3-i rpynn — Ha 4,0% (P<0,001)
MOPIBHSHO 3 4-10 rpynoto.

[vHamika iHTEeHCUBHOCTI HECYYOCTi Kypei 3a rpynamm
npeacTasneHa Ha puc. 3 HaBegeHol KPUBOT BUAHO, LLIO He-
CYYKU 1-i rpynu paHilLe 3a iHWKX, a TOYHIWwe — y 25-Tvxk-
HEBOMY BiLli BUWLLIW Ha NiK HECYYOCTi, AKUN Habnmaunecs
marxe 0o nosHadkm 100%. Hecyuku 2-i i 3-i rpynu
OOCAMMN NiKy Ha 26-N TXOEHb XUTTS | piBEHb HECYYOCTi
Takox Habrvwkascsa 8o 100%. Hecyuku 4-i rpynv BUALLINN
Ha NiK iIHTEHCMBHOCTI HECYYOCTi NuLLe Ha 28-1 TXAEHb
XWUTTS i 1T piBeHb He nepeBuyBaB 95%, WO, IMOBIPHO,
MOB’S13aHO 3i 3BMEHLLEHHSM PO3MIpY rpynu X yTPUMaHHS.

Maca sieupb Hecy4ok kpocy Hy-Line W-36'y 62-TvbkHe-
BOMY NMOBUHHA CTaHOBUTY 63,4 I/LUT., @ CMOXXMBAHHS KOP-
My — 96—102 r/go6y Ha 1 ronosy. Ak BUAHO 3 4OCNIOHMX
OaHux (Tabn. 2), Kypu 4-1 rpynu xapakTepuayBanmcb Ha
1,9% (P<0,001) HWK400 Macoto sieLb MOPIBHAHO 3 1-t0
rpynoto, Ha 1,2% (P<0,001) i 0,3% (P<0,05) — nopisHsI-
HO 3 2- Ta 3-t0 rpynamu BignosigHo. Maca sieup kypen 2-i
rpynm 6yna Hwkyoto Ha 0,6% (P<0,001) nopiBHsHO 3 1-t0
rpynoto, a kypew 3-i rpynu — Ha 1,5% (P<0,001) Ta 0,9%
MopiBHAHO 3 1- i 2-10 rpynamu BignosigHo. OgHak pis-
HMLS 32 Macok sieLlb MiXK rpynamMmu He Gyna 3Ha4yHOH
i He Bigobpaxkana 3MeHLLEHHS PO3Mipy rpynu Kypen.

LLlogo BuTpaT Kopmy, TO HECYYKU BCiX PN NEPEBULLIN-
N HOPMAaTUBHWN PiBEHb, OOHAK NPOCTEXYBABCS YiTKUN
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Tabnuusa 2. MpoayKTUBHICTb Kypen 3anexHo Bif BENUYMHW YrpyrnyBaHHS

Table 2. Hens’ productivity depending on the group size

MokasHuku / Characteristic

I'pyna Hecy4yok / Group of hens

1 (n=93) 2 (n=52) 3 (n=17) 4 (n=9)
36epexeHicTb noronis’s / Total preservation, % 91,7+0,04 91,3+0,05**  89,6+0,05**°  85,2+0,07**"
Maca Tina, r / Body weight, g 157810,12 1564+0,24**  1524+0,25**°  1492+0,09**"
HecyuicTb Ha noyatkoBy Hecyuky, WT. / Egg laying per initial laying hen, eggs ~ 253,6+0,42  241,8+0,21**  232,3+0,09**° 225,7+0,06**"
HecyuicTb Ha cepegHio Hecyuky, WT. / Egg laying per average laying hen, eggs ~ 271,8+0,09 272,0£0,04* 260,1£0,14**° 250,2+0,04**°"
Maca sieup, r / Egg mass, g 64,6+0,02 64,2+0,11**  63,6+0,03**°  63,4+0,02**"
Butpatu kopmy, r/ron./noby / Feed consumption, g /hen/day 111,4+0,16 111,3£0,13  109,6+0,19**° 107,4+0,01**"

lpumimka. * — P<0,05, ** — P<0,001 nopiBHsiHO 3 1-to rpynoto; ° — P<0,001 nopiBHsHO 3 2-t0 rpynoto; ' — P<0,05, " — P<0,001 nopiBHsHO

3 3-10 rpynoto.

Note. * — P<0.05, ** — P<0.001 compared with the 1t group; ® — P<0.001 compared with the 2" group; ' — P<0.05, " — P<0.001 compared

with the 3 group.

BNNMB pO3Mipy yrpynyBaHHs Kypen. Hanbinbwe cno-
XXVBaHHS KOPMY CriocTepirany y Hecy4ok 1-i Ta 2-i rpyn.
3okpema, kypu 1-i rpynu cnoxusanu Ha 1,6% (P<0,001)
i 3,7% (P<0,001), a kypn 2-i rpynn — Ha 1,6% (P<0,001)
i 3,6% (P<0,001) GinbLie KOpMy MOPIBHAHO 3 3- i 4-10
rpynamu BignosigHo. BogHovac kypu 3-i rpynu xapakre-
pu3yBanuchb BinbLIMM CnoXnBaHHAM kopMy — Ha 2,0%
(P<0,05) nopiBHsIHO 3 4-t0 rpymnoto.

[nsa BU3Ha4YeHHS e(hbeKTUBHOCTI BUPODHMLITBA Xap-
YOBUX SA€Lb 3aMNeXHO Bi BENMUYNHW YrpynyBaHHSA Kypew
00 YOTUPbOX NTALLUHWUKIB-aHanoriB 3a nsoLeto i KOH-
CTPYKUj€0 nocagunu pisHe noronis’s Hecy4ok (tadn. 3).
3okpema, B 1-i rpyni ix 6yno Ha 159264, y 2-n — Ha
36288, a B 3- — Ha 30240 GinbLie, HiX y 4-1 rpy-
ni (tabn. 3). OgHak 4o 62-TKHEBOro BiKy B 4-1 rpyni

The Animal Biology, 2021, vol. 23, no. 4

BMbyna HanbinbLUa KinbKiCTb HECYYOK Yepes Hux4y 36e-
pexeHicTb noronis’s — 85,2% nopieHAHO 3 89,6-91,7%
B iHLWKMX rpynax. Bceoro B 4-1 rpyni 3arvHyno abo 6yno
BMOpakyBaHo 41175 Hecy4dok, T06TO B 1,1 pa3a GinbLue,
HiXX y 1-1 (Ha 4865 ronie) Ta B 1,51 1,3 pa3a binbLue, Hix
y 2-11 (Ha 13814 ronis) Ta 3-# (Ha 9096 ronis) rpynax, Lo
NOB’A3aHO 3i 3MEHLLEHHAM PO3MIpY rpynu Kypen.

Y 2-1 rpyni, B SKi Kypen yTpumMyBanum rpynamm no 52,
6yno nocamkeHo Ha 122976 MeHLLEe Kype, LLO CrpUYMHI-
O 3HWXKEHHS BaroBoro BUpobHULITBa sieub Ha 34,9 MIH.
LUT., S€4YHOI Macn — Ha 2216,6 T. 3 1 M? NTalwHWKa oTpu-
Manu Ha 12,0 TiC. WT. MeHLWe €Lk | Ha 760,5 kr MeHLLe
anuemacy 3a i Ha 0,8 Kr MEHLLIOro BUXOdy Ha No4aTkoBy
HECYUYKY, LLLO 3yMOBWITO 3HMXKEHHS 3HAYEHHS EBPONEN-
CbKOro koeqiLlieHTa edpektnBHOCTI Ha 1,2 og. (P<0,001).
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Tabnuus 3. EpekTBHICTb BUPOOHMLITBA Xap4OBKX SELIb 3aMEXHO Bif BENUYMHW YrpyrnyBaHHS KypeWn

Table 3. The efficiency of egg production depending on the group size of

MokasHuku / Characteristic

hens

I'pyna Hecy4yok / Group of hens

1 (n=93) 2 (n=52) 3 (n=17) 4 (n=9)
MouaTkoBe noronis’a, ron / Initial total number, hens 437472 314496 308448 278208
[Moronis’s Hecy4ok Y BiLj 62 Twx., ron / Total number at 62 weeks of age, hens 401162 287135 276369 237033
CwmepTHicTb, BUBpakyBaHHs, ron. / Mortality, culling, hens 36310 27361 32079 41175
OTtpumaHo sieub y 62-Tv. Biui, WT. / Eggs obtained at 62 weeks of age, pcs 110942899 76045133 71652470 62791546
OTpumaHo anuemacu, Bcboro, kr / Obtained egg mass, total, kg 7022686 4806052 4514106 3962147
— Ha noyaTKoBY HecyuKy, Kr / per initial laying hen, kg 16,1 15,3 14,6 14,2
OTpumaHo 3 1 M2 nTawHmky / Obtained from 1 m2 of poultry house:
— seup, WT. / eggs, pcs 38059 26088 24581 21541
— anuemacwm, kr / egg mass, kg 2409,2 1648,7 1548,6 1359,2
3atpaTtu kopmy, BCboro, kr / Feed consumption, total, kg 15818638 11352551 11010730 9785577
— Ha 1 kr snuemacwm / per 1 kg of egg mass 2,25 2,36 2,44 2,47
€Bponencbknii koedilieHT edpekTMBHOCTI, oa. / European efficiency ratio, units 21,8+0,06 20,6+0,07* 19,6+0,07*° 19,0+0,07*"

lMpumimka. * — P<0,001 nopiBHsiHO 3 1-t0 rpynoto; ° — P<0,001 nopiBHsiHO 3 2-t0 rpynoto; ' — P<0,001 nopiBHSAHO 3 3-t0 rpynoto.

Note. * — P<0.001 compared with the 1%t group; ° — P<0,001 compared

BoaHouac y 3-1 rpyni, y SKin NTMUo yTpUMyBanu rpy-
namu no 17 kypen, 6yno nocampkeHo Ha 129024 meHwe
HECYYOK, L0 CMPUYMHMITO 3MEHLLUEHHS BarioBOro BU-
pobHMUTBO Sieupb Ha 39,3 MIH. LWT., SEYHOI Macu — Ha
2508,6 T. i BUXOQY ArLemMacK Ha noYaTKoBy HECYYKY —
Ha 1,5 kr. 3 1 M? NTalwHKKa oTpMmaHo Ha 13,5 Tuc. Wr.
MeHLLEe f€eub | Ha 860,6 Kr MeHLLE SeYHOI MacK, HixX y 1-
rpyni, 3a BULLMX BUTPAT KOPMY Ha BUPOOHMLTBO 1 Kr
anuemacu. Tomy 1 koedilieHT edpeKTUBHOCTI BUPOBHY-
LTBa Xap4yoBUX S€Lb B 3-1 rpyni BUSBUBCHA HUXUNM, HdK
y 1-1 rpyni, Ha 2,2 og. (P<0,001). Kpim Toro, nopiBHAAHO
3 2-10 rpynoto (yrpynyBaHHsi Mo 52 ocobuHu), y 3-# rpyni
Oyno oTpumaHo Ha 4,4 MIH. MeHLLe Aelb, Ha 291,9 T.
MeHLLe anuemacu, 3 1 M2 nTawHuka —Ha 1,5 Tme. Wr.
MeHLLe seub i Ha 100,1 kr arLemMacu 3a HUXKYOoro eBpo-
nencbKoro koediuieHTa eheKTUBHOCTI BUPOOHMLTBA
xapyoBux seupb Ha 1,0 o (P<0,001).

Y 4-1 rpyni 3a 3MEHLLEHHS pO3Mipy yrpynoBaHb 40
9 ronis criocTepiranu Ha 48,2 MrH. LUT. HUXYe Banose Bu-
pOBHMLTBO sieup | Ha 3060,5 T MeHLLIE A€HYHOT Macu NopiB-
HSIHO 3 1-t0 rpynoto, Ha 13,3 MNH. WT. i 843,9 T— NopiBHS-
HO 3 2-10 rpynoto, Ha 8,9 MiH. Wr. i 552,0 T — NopiBHSAHO
3 310 rpynoto. 3HKYBaBCS TakoX i BUXig, AviLeMacy Ha
noYaTkoBy HeCy4Ky — Ha 1,9 Kr NopiBHSAHO 3 1-10 rpynoto,
Ha 1,1 0,4 kr NOPIBHAHO 3 2-10 i 3-10 rpynamu BigNOBIAHO.
3 1 M? nTawHmka Byno oTpumaHo Ha 16,5 TuC. WT. MeHLe
seub i Ha 1050,0 Kr MeHLwe anLemacy NOPIBHAHO 3 1-t0
rpynoto, Ha 4,5 Tuc. wr. i 289,5 Kr — NOpPIBHSAHO 3 2-10,
Ha 3,0 Tmc. WT. i 189,4 Kr — NOPIBHAHO 3 3-10 rPynoto.
Lle npn3Beno Ao 3HWKEHHS1 EBPONENCHKOro koedillieHTa
BMPOOHMLTBA sieup Ha 2,8 of. (P<0,001) nopiBHSAHO 3 1-t0
rpynoto, Ha 1,6 oa. (P<0,001) i 0,6 og. (P<0,001) —
NOpPIBHAHO 3 2- Ta 3-10 rpynamMu BignosigHo.
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with the 2" group; ' — P<0,001 compared with the 3" group.

BucHoBKu

MakcumMarnbHy NpoayKTUBHICTb Kypen-HeCcy4okK Cy-
YacHMX BINosieYHMX KPOCIB Mif Yac yTpUMaHHS y KiTkax
12-sipyCHMX KNITKOBUX BaTapei crioctepirany 3a po3mipy
yrpynyBaHb 52—93 ronosu. Peanisauis npoaykTme-
HOCTi Yy 62-TXXHEBOMY BiLi Ha piBHI 225,7—-232,3 anus
Ha No4YaTKOBY HECYYKYy Aae MOXMMBICTb 3a 44-TUXHe-
BWI Nepiof anLeKknaaku oTpuMmysaTtn gogatkoso 13,3—
48,2 MIH. sieLb 3 KOXXHOrO NTaluHuka (4,5-16,5 Tuc. wr.
3 1 M21A0T0 NIIOLLL) MOPIBHSHO 3 pO3MipoM rpynu 9 ronis
3a BUMLLOro piBHA €BPOMNENCbKOro koediuieHTa edek-
TMBHOCTI BUpobHMUTBa Ha 1,6—-2,8 oa.

Posmip yrpynysaHHs 17 ronis HegocTaTHin Ans dop-
MYBaHHS cTpaTerii couianbHOi ToNepaHTHOCTI B Kypen
i CynpoOBOAXYETLCS CTPECOBUMM CTaHaMMU, siKi Npo-
SABMNSAIOTLCA 3HUXEHHAM 36epeXXeHOCTi Moronie’s Ha
1,7-2,1% (6,8% > Hopmu), Macu Tina — Ha 2,6-3,4%
(1,0% < HopMWM), Hecy4oCTi Ha novaTkoBy — Ha 3,9-8,4%
(11,4% < HopmMm) i Ha cepeaiHio Hecyuky — Ha 4,3—4,4%
(2,6% < HOpMM), @ TaKOX 3HWXKEHHAM BUTPAT KOpMY
Ha 1,5-1,6% (7,5% > HOpMM), IO 3yMOBIIOE 3MEH-
LLIEHHS BaNoBOro BUxoAy seupb Ha 4,4—39,3 MIH. WT. Ta
anuemacn — Ha 291,9-2508,6 T 3 KOXXHOro nNTallHuKa,
y ToMy yucni Ha 1,5-13,5 Tuc. wr. i 100,1-860,6 kr
3 1 M2 10r0 NNoLWi, 3MeHLEeHHSA BUXoay sinuemacu
Ha noyatkoBy Hecy4ky Ha 0,7-1,5 kr (8,2% < Hopmu)
3i 3HWKEHHAM PiBHS €BPONENCHKOro KoedqiLlieHTa edhek-
TMBHOCTI BUpobOHMLTBA Seub Ha 1,0-2,2 oa.

YTpUMaHHA Kypen-Hecy4vok rno 9 ronis CApUYNHSE
PO3BMTOK Y HMX XPOHIYHOTO CTpecy Yepe3 hopmyBaH-
Hs1 cUucTeMu cTabinbHOI iepapxii i MOXNMBY AeCNOTUYHY
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NOBEAIHKY, HACMIAKaMMN YOro € 3HDKEHHST 36epeXeHOCTi
Ha 4,4—6,5% (11,2% > HopMu), macy Tina — Ha 2,1-5,4%
(3,1% < HOopMM), HECYHOCTi Ha MOYATKOBY HECYYKY — Ha
2,8-11,0% (13,9% < HOpMW), HA CEepPeaHIO HECYYKY —
Ha 3,8-8,0% (6,3% < HopMM), @ TAKOX 3HUXKEHHSAM BU-
Tpat kopmy Ha 2,0-3,6% (5,3% > HOpMK), LLIO 3yMOBIHOE
3MEHLLEHHS BanoBOro Buxoay sielp Ha 8,9—48,2 MnH. WwT.
i snuemacn — Ha 552,0-3060,5 T 3 KOXXHOro MTaLLHWKA,
3okpema Ha 3,0-16,5 Tuc. wr. i 189,4-1050,0 kr 3 1 m?
MOro Moy, 3MEeHLLEHHS BUXOQy ArLeMacy Ha novaTko-
By Hecyuky Ha 0,4—1,9 kr (10,7% < HOpPMM) 3i 3HVDKEHHSM
PiBHS €BPOMENCHLKOro KoedilieHTa epekTUBHOCTI BU-
pobHuuTBa sieub Ha 0,6—2,8 oga.

I'IepcneKTM BU NoganblUuMX JOCNiAXeHb

MoganbLwi gocnigxeHHst 6yayTb CKkepoBaHi Ha BU-
BYEHHS CTpeC-iHAYKOBaHMX NOpYLLIEHb B OpraHi3mi Kypew,
CMPUYUHEHMX PO3MIPOM YIPYMNyBaHHS 3 BUKOPUCTaHHSM
remartosoriMHux Ta 6ioximidyHNX MapKepiB.
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Realization of hens’ potential productivity under the influence of group size

M. Sakhatsky, Yu. Osadcha
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15 Heroyiv Oborony str., Kyiv, 03041, Ukraine

The parameters of the group size of laying hens of the industrial herd in cages are not provided by current domestic standards, and ac-
cording to the recommendations of the cross developer should be at least 7 birds, although in practice they reach 100 birds, so they need to
be clarified when using 12-tier cage batteries. The aim of the research was to study the influence of the group size of hens on their productivity
with the same density of laying hens in similar cages by design. To do this, in a modern complex for the production of eggs we formed 4 groups
of hens, each of which was kept in a separate poultry house-analogue in area and equipment, equipped with 12-tier cage batteries, the size
of the cages in which differed. The hens’ group in each cage of the 1%t group contained 93 birds, the 2" group — 52 birds, the 3 — 17 birds
and 4t — 9 birds. It was found that the maximum realization of laying hens productivity of modern white-egg crosses during their keeping in
cages of 12-tier cage batteries was observed for the 52—93 hens’ groups which allows for a 44-week period of use to receive an additional
13.3-48.2 million eggs from each poultry house (4.5—16.5 thousand eggs per 1 m? of its area) compared to the group size 9 hens, at the high-
est level of the European coefficient of efficiency of their production by 1.6-2.8 units. It is shown that the group size 17 hens is insufficient for
the formation of a strategy of social tolerance in hens and is accompanied by stressful conditions, which are manifested in a decrease in the
preservation by 1.7-2.1%, body weight — by 2.6-3.4 %, laying on the initial laying hen — by 3.9-8.4% and on the average laying hen — by
4.3-4.4%, as well as a reduction in feed costs by 1.5-1.6%, which leads to a decrease in gross output eggs by 4.4-39.3 million eggs and egg
mass — by 291.9-2508.6 tons from each poultry house, including 1.5-13.5 thousand eggs and 100.1-860.6 kg per 1 m? of its area, reducing
the yield of egg mass per initial laying hen by 0.7—1.5 kg with a decrease in the level of the European coefficient of efficiency of egg production
by 1.0-2.2 units. While the keeping of laying hens in groups of 9 hens causes the development of chronic stress through the formation of
a system of stable hierarchy and possible despotic behavior, the consequences of which are a decrease in preservation by 4.4—-6.5%, body
weight — by 2.1-5.4%, egg production at the primary — by 2, 8-11.0% and for the average laying — by 3.8-8.0%, as well as a decrease in
feed costs by 2.0-3.6%, which causes a decrease in the gross yield of eggs by 8.9—48, 2 million eggs and egg mass — by 552.0-3060.5 tons
from each poultry house, including 3.0-16.5 thousand eggs and 189.4—1050.0 kg from 1 m? of its area, reduction of egg yield per initial laying
hen by 0.4—1.9 kg with a decrease in the level of the European coefficient of egg production efficiency by 0.6—2.8 units.
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