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THE INFLUENCE OF THE IMMUNOFLOR
COMPLEX PROBIOTIC PRODUCT ON THE EGG PRODUCTIVITY
OF THE DEKALB WHITE CROSS OF LAYING CHICKEN

Abstract. The quality of the received products directly depends on the state of the microflora of the gastroin-
testinal tract that is reflected, in particular, on the egg productivity of laying hens. As a result, the use of biologically
safe preparations, namely, probiotics, is becoming a priority in the poultry industry.

This work aims to establish the feasibility and effectiveness of the use of the complex probiotic products
Immunoflor in the diet of laying chickens of the Dekalb White Cross.

Based on the comprehensive research, the feasibility of using the complex probiotic product Immunoflor in egg
production technology to improve the egg-laying capacity and the quality of the obtained eggs of laying hens of the
Dekalb White cross was scientifically substantiated and experimentally proven. Against the background of the use of
this drug, it was found that the average daily egg-laying capacity in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups exceeded
the control layers: on the 150th day - by 9.66% and 8.48%, on the 180th day - 8.8% and 5.04%, on the 210th day -
8.16% and 6.44%, on the 240th day —11.68% and 3.8%, 270th day — 7.72% and 4.84%, on the 300th day — 8.34%
and 5.86%. Besides, the average daily egg mass in the 1 and 2 experimental groups was higher than in the control by
4.04 gand 3.1 g or 7.38% and 5.77%; on the 7th day of storage, the average value exceeded by 4.06 g and 3.1 g or
7.53% and 5.87%; on the 14th day - by 4.32 g and 3.16 g, or 8.18% and 6.12%, respectively. It was found that on the
7th day of storage, the mass loss in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups was 1.50% and 1.56%, which is lower than
in the control (1.66%). On the 14th day of storage, the mass loss in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups was 1.95%
and 2.36%, which is also lower than in the control (2.63%).

With the use of the probiotic preparation, the loss in egg mass decreases. On the 7th day of storage, the mass
loss in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups was 1.50% and 1.56%, which is lower than in the control group (1.66%).
On the 14th day of storage, the mass loss in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups was 1.95% and 2.36%, which is
also lower than in the control (2.63%).
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Introduction. In the modern realities of the agrarian industry, the poultry industry is one of the
leading spheres that have a significant impact on the level of the food supply in the country.

An important driver in increasing the efficiency of poultry production and achieving the genetically
determined potential of poultry productivity is the organization of rational, scientifically-based rationed
feeding [1]. In this regard, over the past decades, an interest in probiotic products has increased
significantly.

The data of many scholars indicate the diversity of the effects of probiotic preparations on the
gastrointestinal microflora and the metabolic functions of the organism of farm animals and birds, and the
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probiotic effect of various bacteria is determined by the sum of the specific activities common to these
organisms [2-3].

For a long time, scientists around the world concluded that the intestinal microflora of animals and
birds, living in symbiosis with a body, is one of the so-called "organs" of the body along with the heart,
lungs, and liver. Diseases of intestinal microflora are just as dangerous as diseases of other organs that
often leads to decreased productivity. The function of this "organ" can be casily disrupted by adverse
external factors: the introduction into the diet of poor-quality feed contaminated with mycotoxins, frequent
changes in diets, morbidity, decreased immunity, violation of conditions, stress factors, etc. [3,6,7].

In such a way, it can be noted that the quality of the received products directly depends on the state of
the gastrointestinal microflora, which is reflected, in particular, on the egg productivity of laying chickens.
As a result, the use of biologically safe preparations, namely, such as probiotics, is becoming a priority in
the poultry industry.

The aim of this work is to establish the feasibility and efficiency of the use of the Immunoflor
complex probiotic product in the diet of laying hens of the Dekalb White cross.

Materials and methods. To establish the effectiveness of the new complex probiotic product
Immunoflor on the body of birds in the conditions of the Gornomariysky Poultry Factory SEC of the Mari
El Republic, three groups of chickens (control and 2 experimental) of 50 birds of one day old each were
formed by the analogue principle. The materials processing was carried out based on the laboratory of the
Department of Morphology, Obstetrics and Therapy of the Chuvash State Agricultural Academy in the
period from 2019 to 2020.

The birds of the control and experimental groups were in identical conditions of feeding and keeping.
In the first experimental group, the main diet of chickens was given from the first to the 21st day of life
following the instructions for use of Immunoflor at the rate of 15 g/t of water. In the second experimental
group, as part of the main diet, the chickens were given Immunoflor at the rate of 15 g/t of feed (table 1).
In the control group of chickens, this drug was not given.

Table 1 — The composition of the Immunoflor probiotic preparation

Probiotic bacteria strains Prebiotic substances Auxiliary components

Bacillus subtilis

Bacillus licheniformis

Bifidobacterium globosum Chitosan Lactose

Enterococcus faecium

Saccharomyces cerevisiae

The concentration of the active substance "Concentrate” is not less than 1x10'°.

Egg counting from the 120th day to the 300th day of laying in each group was carried out daily,
according to the common method [8]. The selection and storage of eggs for studying their mass and the
dynamics of its changes were carried out under the same conditions. The samples were stored in a
refrigerator at + 4 °C. Determination of the egg mass in the control and experimental groups was
performed using the analytical balance Shinko AJH-620 CE. During the scientific and economic
experiment, the main microclimate parameters were determined with the existing veterinary methods and
the use of modern measuring tools. Parameters in the premises for growing chickens were within the
zoohygienic requirements.

Immunoflor is a complex probiotic preparation made only of natural components. This drug is
intended to enrich and balance the diets of farm animals and poultry to increase productivity by optimizing
digestion, stimulating the development of positive gastrointestinal microflora, increasing preservation, and
reducing feed conversion.

The composition of the preparation includes the following components:
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Bacillus subtilis and Bacillus licheniformis are important producers of proteases, amylases, amino
acids, and some polysaccharides. They are also producers of polypeptide antibiotics. It is used to protect
the gastrointestinal tract and prevent dysbiosis.

Bifidobacterium globosum has a pronounced antagonistic activity against putrefactive bacteria. In the
life process, they synthesize vitamins B and K, also affect the hydrolysis and absorption of proteins, fats,
minerals in the gastrointestinal tract.

Enterococcus faccium has a high enzymatic activity, suppress pathogenic microflora due to the
synthesis of antibiotic-like substances - bactericins. Also, these microorganisms activate gut-associated
immunity and ferment carbohydrates with the formation of lactic acid.

Saccharomyces cerevisiae are yeast cells that actively absorb oxygen in the life process, creating
anaerobic conditions that are unfavorable for the development of Salmonella, Escherichia Coli, and other
microorganisms that are also conditionally pathogenic. In addition, they have high enzymatic activity,
contribute to the digestion of fiber.

Chitosan reduces cholesterol, uric acid in the blood, has antibacterial and antifungal properties,
improves the absorption of calcium from food. Chitosan enhances the intestinal motility, accelerates
wastes and toxins removal from the body, and helps to normalize intestinal microflora.

Lactose is a disaccharide that is a nutrient substrate for the lactic acid bacteria of the preparation and
the digestive tract [9].

Results. During the experimental work, it was found that the main microclimate parameters in the
premises for keeping birds corresponded to zoohygienic standards.

The average daily rations for hens during the egg-laying period from the 120th day to the 300th day
provided the body's needs for energy and nutrients, mineral elements and vitamins according to the
detailed feeding standards.

The application in the egg-directed poultry industry of the complex probiotic preparation Immunoflor
stimulates the egg-laying capacity of the laying hens and also helps to improve the egg quality.

Table 2 — The amount of the preparation from the 1st to 21st days in the diet for 50 birds, g

Groups (50 birds in each)
Days
First experimental Second experimental

1-10 0.0075 0.0075
11 0.00825 0.00825
12 0.009 0.009
13 0.00975 0.00975
14 0.0105 0.0105
15 0.01125 0.01125
16 0.012 0.012
17 0.01275 0.01275
18 0.0135 0.0135
19 0.01425 0.01425
20 0.015 0.015
21 0.01575 0.01575

By the end of the experiment, the egg-laying capacity of the experimental laying chickens had
significant differences.

So, from the data of the above table (table 3), it follows that the average daily egg production
capacity in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups exceeded this indicator go the control hens: on the 150th
day - by 9.66% and 8.48%, on the 180th day - 8.8% and 5.04%, on the 210th day - 8.16% and 6.44%, on
the 240th day —11.68% and 3.8%, on the 270th day — 7.72% and 4.84%, on the 300th day - 8.34% and
5.86%.
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Table 3 — Egg-laying capacity indicators, 120th to 300th days, %

Egg-laying capacity indicators
Group
150 days 180 days 210 days 240 days 270 days 300 days
Control* 68.84+0.18 74.62+0.24 78.46+0.19 80.86+0.16 85.58+0.21 86.68+0.24
First experimental® 78.5+0.23 83.42+0.22 86.62+0.21 92.54+0.26 93.3+0.25 95.02+0.19
Second experimental 77.32+0.21 79.66+0.13 84.9+0.23 84.66+0.19 90.42+0.18 92.54+0.21
*P<0.01

Also, the studies of the egg mass were carried out during their storage for 14 days.

Table 4 shows that the average egg mass on day 1 in the first and second experimental groups
exceeded the control by 4.04 g and 3.1 g or 7.38% and 5.77% on day 7 - 4.06 g and 3.1 g or 7.53% and
5.87%,onday 14 - 432 gand 3.16 g or 8.18% and 6.12%, respectively. The dynamics of the mass loss of
laid eggs on days 7 and 14 have also been investigated. On the 7th day of storage, the mass loss in the
Ist group was 1.50% and in the 2nd experimental group was 1.56% that is lower than in the control
(1.66%). On the 14th day of storage, the mass losses in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups were 1.95%
and 2.36%, which are also lower than in the control (2.63%).

Table 4 — Indicators of egg mass during 14 days, g

The average egg mass
Group
Day 1 Day 7 Day 14
Control* 50.67+0.13 49.83+0.09 48.52+0.11
First experimental * 54.71+0.16 53.89+0.07 52.84+0.09
Second experimental * 53.774£0.12 52.93+0.07 51.68+0.08
*P<0.01

Thus, the use of the Immunoflor enhanced the egg-laying capacity and egg mass, and also reduced
the egg mass loss during storage for 14 days.

Conclusions. 1. The use of the Immunoflor complex probiotic product in the diet of young chickens
for 21 days at a dose of 15 g/t of water from the Ist day of life increases their productive qualities. So, the
average daily egg-laying capacity rate in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups exceeded the control hens:
on the 150th day - by 9.66% and 8.48%, on day 180 - 8.8% and 5.04%, on day 210 - 8.16% and 6.44%, on
day 240 - 11.68% and 3.8%, on day 270 - 7.72% and 4.84%, on day 300 - 8.34% and 5.86%.

2. Against the background of the Immunoflor application, the average daily egg mass in the 1 and
2 experimental groups was higher than in the control by 4.04 g and 3.1 g or 7.38% and 5.77%; on the
7th day of storage, the average value exceeded by 4.06 g and 3.1 g or 7.53% and 5.87%; on the 14th day -
by 4.32 g and 3.16 g, or 8.18% and 6.12%, respectively.

3. With the use of this probiotic product, the egg mass loss was decreased. On the 7th day of storage,
the mass loss in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups was 1.50% and 1.56%, which is lower than in the
control (1.66%). On the 14th day of storage, the mass loss in the 1st and 2nd experimental groups was
1.95% and 2.36%, which is also lower than in the control (2.63%).

Summary. Under the influence of the probiotic product Immunoflor, the egg-laying capacity of
laying hens of the Dekalb White cross is improved, the mass of eggs increases and the mass loss of eggs
by water evaporation decreases, which leads to the egg quality improvement.

It has been experimentally proved that the use of the complex probiotic product has a positive effect
on the egg-laying capacity and quality of eggs in the laying chickens of the Dekalb White cross.
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KEIIEHAI MIPOBHOTHUKAJIBIK «MMMYHO®JIOP» JOPMEI'THIH JEKAJB YAUT KPOCC
MEKHWEH TAYBIFBIHBIH K¥YMBIPTKA OHIMJALIII'THE 9CEPI

Annotamust. JKymeic MakcaTsl — Jlekand YaHT KpocC MEKHCH TAaybIK PALMOHBIHAA KEIICH/I IPOOHOTUKAIIBIK
«VmmyHO(D1Op» TOPMETIH KOTIAHYABIH KOKETTLII MCH THIMILIITIH AHBIKTAY.

JKyprizinreH FbUIBIMA-TIKIPHOETIK KYMBICTAp OaphICBIHAA KyCTapAbl YH-Kaiaa ycTayFa JaHbIKThI MHKPOKIIH-
MATTBIH HET13T1 KOPCETKIMTEPI 300THIIEHANBIK HOPMAIAPFa Cal KeNCTIHAITT aHbIKTanasl. 120 ToymikreH 300 Toymik-
K€ JICHIHTI KYMBIPTKAJIAY MEP3IMiHE APHAJFAH TOYJIK PAIlMOHbI, aF3aJaFbl SHEPTHS MECH KOPEKTIK 3aTTap, MHHEPAI-
JBI JIEMEHTTEP MEH JOPYMEHICPIE KAKCTTINIIH TOIBIKTAH KaMTaMachl3 ere amapl. JKyMBIPTKA ©HAIPY OArbITHIH-
JAFbl KYC IMAPYaIIblUIbIFBIHAA KEICH 1 MPOOHOTHKANBIK «MIMMYyHO(IOp» ASPMETIH KOTIAHFAHAA 6HIM NIBIFBIMBI MCH
CaTACHIH APTTHIPYFa MYMKIHIIK OCPCTiHI AHBIKTAJIBL

1 skoHe 2-ToKipHOETIK TONTapAa >KYMBIPTKANAYABIH OPTAIa TOYIIKTIK KOPCETKII OakpUIay TOOBIHIAFBI
MCKHCHACPACH THiCiHIIe 150 Toynikre — 9,66% sxone 8,48%, 180 Toymikre — 8,8% xone 5,04%, 210 Toymikre —
8.16% sxomHe 6,44%, 240 toymikre —11,68% mone 3,8%, 270 Toymikre — 7,72% OcH 4,84%, 300 Toymikre — 8,34%
sKoHE 5,86%-Fa 6ackiM OOIBL.

1 Ttoymikre OipiHION >KOHE EKIHINI TOXKIPHOCIIK TOMTApAAFrbl >KYMBIPTKA MACCACHIHBIH OpTamia KepCeTKimm
Oaxeriay TOOBIHAAFRIOAH THiciHIIE 4,04-3,1 T HeMece 7,38% xone 5,77%, 7 Toymikre — 4,06 - 3,1 T Hemece 7,53%
sxoHe 5,87%, 14 Toymikte — 4,32 - 16 T Hemece 8,18% sxone 6,12% - Fa apTHIK OOJIBL

7 Toymik OOWHBI cakray OapeiCHIHAa Oakpuiay ToObIMCH (1,66%) camsicThipraHma | &xoHE 2-TOKipHOCHTiK
TonTapAarel camMak xoranry 1,50% sxone 1,56%-ra TeMeH ekeHIT! aHBIKTANABL 14 TOyIiK cakray Mep3iMiHzeri
1 xoHe 2-ToXKIpHOCTIK TOMTAFel caaMak skoranty 1,95% sxome 2,36% xypamel, Oyn Oakpumay ToObmHA (2,63%)
KaparaHzaa OipimamMa TOMCH.

CoHbIMEH, KeIEHl MPOOHOTHKATIBIK «IMMyHO(DIOp» TOpMETiH KOJIAHY, dKYMBITKA CAHBI MCH OHBIH MACCAChIH
apTTHIPHIN, COHTAl-aK 14 TOyJIiK cakTay Ke3iHAC CaMAK JKOFANITYIbI TOMCHACTCTIHI AHBIKTAJIBL.

TaysIk Oamanmanmaps! panmoHbIHAA 1 ToymirieeH Oacram 21 toymik OoibiHa 15 T/T cy mo3achiHAA KEIEHI
MPOOHOTHKATBIK» ' UMMYHO(IIOp» ITOPMETiH KOJTAHY OJAPAbIH OHIMILTK CAMACHIH APTTHIpAmbl. Atam aHTKaHIA,
1 sxoHE 2-TOKIPHOETIK TONTapAa >KYMBIPTKA OHIMALIIT OAaKbLIay TOOBIMEH CANBICTBIpFaHAa THICiHIIE: 150 ToyimikTe
— 9,66 — 8,48%, 180 toymikre — 8,8- 5,04%, 210 toymikxte — 8,16 - 6,44%, 240 toymikre — 11,68 - 3,8%, 270 Toymikre
—7.72 - 4,84%, 300 toymikre — 8,34% xone 5,86% OacsM OOIIBL

[TpoOmotukanelK «HMMMyHOQIOP» J9pMETIH KOIZAHY HOTHKECIHAE J>KYMBIPTKA MACCACHIHBIH ApPTATHIHBI
AHBIKTANIBL 1 skoHE 2-TOXKIpHOEIIK TOMTapAa TIYJNIKTIK >KYMBIPTKAJIAPIBIH OPTamia CaiaMarbl Oakeliay TOOBIMEH
cajpicTeipranaa triciHme: 4,04 T - 3,1 r Hemece 7,38% xoHE 5,77%; 7 Toymik cakrarraHgapeiHAa — 4,06- 3,1 T He-
Mece 7,53 xone 5,87%; 14 Toymuik cakrararaapsiaaa — 4,32 - 3,16 T memece 8,18% sxone 6,12% - ¥a 6achM O0JIIBL

ITpodnorukansik «<MMMyHO(DIOp» JOpMETIH KOIJaHy OapbhICHIHAA KYMBIPTKAHBIH CAIMAaK >KOFANTY >KaFmaibl
azasqnmpl. 7 TOVIIK cakray Ke3iHaeri 1 skoHe 2-ToskipHOENIK TONTApAa CajMak >KOFanTy Oakpliay TOOBIHAAFBIMCH
(1,66%) campicTeiprasaa Tuiciame 1,50% »xone 1,56% Temen 00napl. 14 Toymik cakray Ke3iHAeri 1 xoHe 2-Toxipu-
OcITik TonmTapAa CaNIMak KOFaaTy TaiciHme 1,95-2,36% kypan, 6akeiiay ToObHAH (2,63%) a3 CKCHAIITI aHBIKTAJIIBL.

3eprTey HOTIKENEpl KOPCETKEHACH, KemeHal mpoOmoTHKanblk «MMMmyHOMIOp» IJOpMEKTEpiH KOIIAHY
acepineH Jlexkand YaHT KpocC MEKHCH TaybIFBIHBIH SKYMBIPTKANAY >KAFAAHBIHIA KYMBIPTKA CAlIMAFbl APTHIIL, CAKTay
KE3IHAET1 BUFAIABIH KeOy OCEpIHCH CalMak >KOFaNTy YACpIiCi TeMeHIeHai »koHe Oyl oHIM CANachIHBIH apTybIHA
BIKTIAJ CTEII.

JKyprizinreH ToxxipuOe HOTIKECIHAC KenmeHal mpodroTHkaIbK «<MMMyHO(DI0p» A9pMEKTEpiH Kongany Jlexand
VYalT KpocC MEKHEH TaybIFBIHBIH >KYMBIPTKAIAY >KAFJAHBIH ApTTHIPHIN, OHBIH CAIAChIHA OH bIKMAJ ETCTIHMITL
hiehi i (S8

Tyiiin cesmep: Tayblk, /lekan®d YaWT, kemeHIl MpoOHOTHKANBIK AdpMek, «MmMmyHO(IOp», *KyMBIpTKAmay,
SKYMBIPTKA.
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BJANAHUE KOMIUVIEKCHOI'O IPOBUOTHYECKOT'O IPENAPATA «<HMMYHO®JIOP»
HA ANYHYIO MIPOAYKTUBHOCTD KYP-HECYIHIEK KPOCCA AEKAJIb YAUT

Annoramus, Llems HacTosmel padoThl — YCTAHOBIACHHC LEICCOOOPA3HOCTH M 3(P(PCKTUBHOCTH MPHUMCHCHHUS
KOMIIICKCHOTO MPOOHOTHYCCKOTO mpenapara « MvyHO(I0p» B pammnone Kyp-Hecymek kpocca Jekand Yaur.

B xozme skcnepmMEHTATLHOH padOTHI OBIJIO YCTAHOBJICHO, YTO OCHOBHBIC MNMOKA3aTCIH MHUKPOKIMMATA B
TMOMEIICHISIX AJISI COEP KAHMS ITHI] COOTBETCTBOBAIM 300THIHEHMUECKHM HOpMaM. CpeaHecy TOUHbIC PAHOHBI IS
Kyp-HECYIIEK B IEPHO, THIICHOCKOCTH cO 120 must mo 300 nenp odecnieunBami moTPeOHOCTH OPTaHM3MA B SHEPTUHU U
MUTATEIBHBIX BEIICCTBAX, MUHEPATIBHBIX 3JICMEHTAX M BUTAMHMHAX COTJIACHO ACTATH3HPOBAHHBIM HOPMAaM KOpMIIC-
HUS. YCTAHOBIJICHO, YTO IMPUMCHEHHE B NTHIICBOJICTBE AMYHOH HANPABICHHOCTH KOMIUICKCHOTO MPOOHOTHYECKOTO
npenapara «MIMMyHO(IOp» CTHMYIHMPYET SHIICHOCKOCTh KyP-HECYIIEK, 4 TAKKE CIIOCOOCTBYET HMOBBIIICHHUIO Kavec-
TBA SHLI.

CpenHecyTOUHBIN MOKA3aTEb SHMICHOCKOCTH B | W 2 ONBITHBIX TPYIIAX IMPEBOCXOJWI JAHHBIH MOKA3aTCIIh
KOHTPOJBHBIX Hecymiek: Ha 150 cytku — Ha 9,66% u 8,48%, Ha 180 cytku — 8,8% u 5,04%, Ha 210 cytkm — 8,16% u
6,44%, Ha 240 cytku —11,68% u 3,8%, 270 cytru — 7,72% u 4,84%, Ha 300 cyTiu — 8,34% u 5,86%.

CpenHuii mokasaTrenp Macchl SIMII HA | CYTKM B TEPBOH M BTOPOH ONBITHBIX TPYIIAX IPEBOCXOIUT
KOHTpOMbHYIO HA 4,04 T 1 3,1 v v 7,38% u 5,77%, va 7 cytku — 4,06 r u 3,1 T wm 7,53% u 5,87%, Ha 14 cyTku —
432tu3,16 T umm 8,18% u 6,12% COOTBETCTBCHHO.

YcTaHOBIICHO, UTO HA 7 CYTKH XPaHCHUS MOTEPS B Macce B | 1 2 ombITHBIX Tpymmax coctasuia 1,50% u 1,56%,
YTO HIDKE, YeM B KOHTPOIbHOI (1,66%). Ha 14 cyTku xpaHeHHs moTepst B Macce B 1 W 2 OMBITHBIX TPYIIIIAX COCTa-
Bra 1,95% u 2,36%, 910 Tak K¢ HIDKE, UM B KOHTPOIBHOH (2,63%).

TakuMm 00pazoM, MPUMEHEHHE KOMIUICKCHOTO IMPOOHOTHIECKOTO mpenapara «MMMyHo(1op» MOBBIMIAO MOKA-
3aTENH AUIECHOCKOCTH M MACCHI AL, 4 TAKKE CHIYKAJIO MOTEPIO MACCHI Ml MPH HX XPAHCHUH B TCUCHHE 14 CYyTOK.

[TpuMmeHeHHE KOMIUIEKCHOTO MpOOHOTHYECKOTO mpemnapaTta «MmMyHO(IOp» B pandoOHE MOJOJHSIKA Kyp B
TeucHHE 21 CyTOK B A03¢ 15 /T BOABI ¢ | CYTOK *KH3HH HMOBBIINACT WX MPOAYKTHBHBIC KAa4decTBa. Tak, CPeIHECY -
TOYHBINA MOKA3aTENb AUICHOCKOCTH B 1 M 2 ONBITHBIX IPYINAX MPEBOCXOAMT KOHTPOIBHBIX HECYIICK: HA 150 cyTku —
Ha 9,66% u 8,48%, Ha 180 cytku — 8,8% u 5,04%, na 210 cytku — 8,16% u 6,44%, na 240 cytku — 11,68% u 3,8%,
270 cytru — 7,72% u 4,84%, Ha 300 cyTku — 8,34% u 5,86%.

Ha ¢oxe mpuMeHCHHS KOMIUICKCHOTO MPOOHOTHUYCCKOTO mpenapara «MMMyHO(I0p» yIIydmaeTcs Macca Suil
YCTaHOBIICHO, UTO CPEIHHIT MOKA3ATENh MACChl CYTOUHBIX ML | W 2 ONMBITHBIX TPYIII ObLI BHIIIEC KOHTPOJIHHOW HA
4,04 ru 3,1 rumm 7,38% u 5,77%; ua 7 cyrku xpaneuus — Ha 4,00 T u 3,1 r wmm 7,53% u 5,87%; va 14 CyTkH — Ha
432tu3,16 T umm 8,18% u 6,12% COOTBETCTBCHHO.

Ha ¢one mpumeHEHHST MPOOMOTHIECKOTO MPEmapaTa yMEHbINAETCsS NOTeps B Macce s, Ha 7 cyTku XpaHeHus
moTepa B Macce B 1 u 2 ombITHBIX Tpymmax coctasmia 1,50% u 1,56%, uro Hmke, ueM B KOHTpoasHOH (1,66%). Ha
14 cyTku xpaneHUs moTeps B Macce B 1 u 2 ombITHBEIX Tpymmax cocrasmia 1,95% u 2,36%, 4T0 Tak ke HIDKE, YeM B
KOHTPOIbHOH (2,63%).

Pesynbprarsl McciaenoBaHMH IOKA3aNH, YTO MOJ BIMSHHEM KOMIUICKCHOTO IPOOHOTHYECKOTO IIperapara
«VmmyHO(IOp» TOBBIIACTCS SHICHOCKOCTh Kyp-HECymeK Kpocca /Jlekan®d Yalr, yBeImumBacTcs Macca AWl U
CHIDKACTCSI IOTEPSI MACCHI SIHII MYTEM HCIIAPCHHUS BIATH, YTO O0YCIABINBACT MOBBIMICHAC KAYCCTBA SIHIL.

OKCHEPUMEHTAIBHO JTOKA3aHO, YTO MPUMEHEHHE KOMIUIEKCHOTO MPOOHOTHYIECKOTO npemnapara «HMvmvyrodaop»
HMCCT TIOJIOKHUTETBHBIHA H(P(PCKT HA AHICHOCKOCTD U KAUCCTBO SHI KypP-HECYIICK Kpocca Jlekand Yaur.

Kmrouernie cioBa: xypel, Jekand Yaiir, npoduotudueckuit mpenapar, « AMMyHO(DIOP», SHNCHOCKOCTD, SHIA.
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