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[IpoBeaeHo OLIIHKY 3a M SICHOIO MPOJAYKTUBHICTIO OyraiIiB — Haa ki Oyrais-tutigaukiB Anonona 1171(1 mociinaa
rpyna), Cnapraka 1547 (Il rpyna) i ®nintena 802 (I rpyna). I'pyny ananoriB (IV xoHTposibHy) Oyio chopmoBaHo i3
CHHIB I1HIIMX OyraiB-TUTIAHMKIB. YMOBH BUPOLIYBaHHS MOJIONHIKY 32 IepioJ] MPOBEACHHS IOCIiAy OyJu Ajs BCIiX
onHakoBi. Y 15-micayHomy Biui Oyraitui-cunu |V rpynu 3a >KMBOIO Macolo BiANOBIIaIH CTaAHAAPTY MOPOAU IS YOPHO-
psi6oi xynoou a tBapunu (I, II i III) rpyn — nepeBakanu iforo na 9, 7-16,0 %. BcranoBieHo, 1110 IpaKTUYHO 3a BCiMa
OCHOBHHMH TPOMipaMH CTaTeH Tijla: BHCOTOIO B XOJI, KPIJKax, IIMPUHOIO i TIMOWHOIO TPYAEH, KOCOIO JTOBXHHOIO
Tyny0a, IIUPUHOIO B KyJIbIIAX, HAaNMiBOOXBATOM 3aay, OOXBAaTOM IpyJed 3a JomaTkaMH Ta IsicTKa Oyraimi rpymwu 3a
TIepioT BUPOIYBaHHS MiepeBaxkanu aHayoriB [V rpymu. 3abiiiauii Buxin y nocmigaux tBaput 1 i Il rpymu ctanoBus 52,7
152,2%, a y xoHTpOnbHUX — 51,3%, a BMiCT M 5130B01 TKaHWHM y HUX OyB Bummii Ha 11,50 1 19,44%. Binbm kanopiitanm
Oyma m’saxoTh y TBapuH | i Il gocmigaux rpym: cepenapoi mpobu m’sica — 5351 1 5348 kI Ta HAWIOBIIOTO M 5138 CIIMHU

— 4369 xJIx.

Karouosi ciioBa: Oyraiiwi, pict, po3BUTOK, 3a01iHI MOKa3HUKH, SKICTh M sica.

Beryn

Benuky poraty XynoOy po3BOAsATH Maiibke B ycix
3aiimae moHax 10% Biz ychOTO MOTOMIB'A 1 e BiICOTOK
3 KOXXKHHM POKOM 30UIBINYETBCS, INO 3yMOBIJICHO
BEJIMKHMM TOTEHIIIATIOM ii MOJOYHOT TPOAYKTHBHOCTI |2,
30, 13]. V kpaiHax 3aximHoi €BpomH 3a OCTaHHI piK
MUTOMa Bara YOpHO-ps001 XyHoOHW BiA 3araabHOTO
TIOTOJIIB'SL BENMKOI poraroi XymoOu 3pocina Ha 6% i
cxinanae 41%, a B kpainax €BponeichbKoi eKOHOMIYHOT
cmizeHOTH — 46% [16, 5, 4]. 3 ypaxyBaHHsIM TeMmITiB
POCTY TOrOJIB'S, YOPHO-psiba Xymo0a 3a YHUCETbHICTIO
3aiimae gpyre wmiciie B kpaimax CHJI [18, 3, 6]. ¥
3arajpHiil KUTLKOCTI MOTOMIB'SL BEJTMKOT poraroi Xy1o0u
il mutoma Bara (26,9 %) Tinpku Ha 1% TOCTyMaeThCs
CHUMEHTaNBChKIHN mopoi [24, 20, 7].

B Vxkpaini gopHO-psiOy Xyao0y po3BOIATH B ycCiX ii
o0JacTsAX 1 3a YHCENBHICTIO IOTONIB'S BOHA 3aiiMae
JpyTe MicIle Ticis 4epBOHOI cTemoBoi mopoau [19, 22,
21].

YV JIeBiBchKiH oOmacTi Ha modaTky 90-X pOKiB
MUHYJIOTO CTOJIITTS HaigyBasnock nonaja 190 Tuc. romis
Benukoi poratoi Xyno6u, B Tomy uucii 100 Tuc. kopis.
[Mutoma Bara wopHO-ps60i mopoau cranoBmia 91,5%
[1, 29, 10].

XapakTepu3yloun B IIJIOMy CyYacHHH MacuB
YOPHO-PA00T TOPO/IH 3aXiTHOT0 BHY TPIIIHHOIIOPOIHOTO
TUmy 3a  OyZoBor  Tima H  MOKa3HHKAMHU
NPOJAYKTUBHOCTI, CIiJI BII3HAYHUTH ii BUCOKY MOJIOYHY
NPOAYKTUBHICTE | 100pi M'sicHi sikocti [25, 8, 26].
Oco0MBO IIIHHUM € Te, 10 BOHA BOJIOJAIE BHUCOKUM
TeHEeTHYHUM IOTEHIiaJIOM MOJIOYHOI NPOJYKTUBHOCTI,

po IO CBigYaTh IOKAa3HWKU HAJOiB  KOPIiB-
pekopauctok [23, 28], a TakoX XapaKTepH3YEThCS
BiMiHHMME 3a0iliHMMU TokasHuKamu [15, 17, 12]. Le
TBAPHHH KOMOIHOBaHOTO THIY MOJIOYHO-M'SICHOT'O
HamnpsiMy poayKTuBHOCTI [9, 27, 14].

Marepianu i meToau

ITpoBeneHo OLIHKY 3a M’SICHOIO IIPOIYKTHUBHICTIO
Oyraimip — HamankiB  OyTraiB-TUIITHHUKIB ATOJIOHA
1171(1 mocnigna rpyma), Crnapraka 1547 (II rpyma) i
Oninrena 802 (III rpyma). I'pyny ananoriz (IV
KOHTPOJIbHY) OyJ10 C(hOPMOBAHO 13 CHHIB iHIITKX OyraiB-
IUTITHUKIB. YMOBH BHPOIILyBaHHS MOJIOJIHSKY 3a Hepio]
NpOBEACHHS Jochigxy Oynu Juisi  BCIX OJHAKOBI.
OnmHovacHO iX CHHHM OLIHIOBAJIHCh 32 BIACHOIO
MpOAyKTUBHICTIO. PicT Macw Tima, JNiHIWHI TpoMmipw,
3a0ilfHi MMOKa3HUKU Ta SKICTh M’sica OI[IHIOBAJIM 3a
3arallkHO TNPUHHATAMH B 300TEXHIYHIH MPaKTHI
meroaukamu 3, 11].

Pe3ynbTaTn Ta 00roBOpeHHs

Pict xuBoi mMacu i JiHIHHWIA PO3BUTOK OyTaMIIiB.
AHaii3 eKCHpUMEHTaJbHUX JAaHWX [OKa3zye, IMI0
HaWBHUILy >KMBY Macy B IOCTHaTaJbHOMY OHTOT€He3i
Manu Oyraiini-cuau I, II i III rpynm, B mopiBHSAHHI 3
poBecuukamu [V rpynu (tabmn. 1). 3okpema, y Biti 3, 6,
9, 12 1 15 wmicsuiB TBapuHu | rpynmu mnepeBaxanu
ananoris IV rpynu B cepenaroMy Ha 8,1-8,5%, Il — Ha
7,0-31,2% i 111 — Ha 15,9-36,2%. Y 15-micsiaHOMYy BiIli
Oyraitui-cuan I, II i III rpymm mamm xuBy Macy
BiamoBinHo 441, 435 1471 kr, a poBecHuku |V rpymu —
407 kr. Y npoMy x Bimi Oyraiui-cunu IV rpymn 3a
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KMBOIO Macol0 BIAINOBIAAM CTaHAAPTY HOPOAU IS
4OopHO-ps10601 Xynobu, a TtBapuuu I, II 1 III rpym —
nepeBaxkanu woro Ha 9, 7-16,0 %.

Ta6auus 1. Pict :xuBoi macu 6yraiiniB-cunis (M*m)

I'pyna
Bik, mic. 1 (n=29) | 11 (n=23) | 111 (n=29) | IV (n=23)
JKupa maca, Kkr:

3 89,17+1,60 108,20 £1,02 112,31+ 1,04 82,46 +£3,01
6 176,48 £3,54 184,56 £1,87 188,50 £2,29 162,69 +4,13
9 264,72 £5,31 261,04 £2.42 282,75 £3,43 244,03 £6,20
12 352,96 £7,05 348,05 £3,22 377,00 £4,58 325,32 +£8,20
15 441,20 £8,85 435,07 £6,05 471,25 £5,72 406,72 £10,32

AHanizyloun JaHi BIJHOCHUX IIPUPOCTIB IKHUBOI
MacHl TPUXOAWMO /IO BHUCHOBKY, IO Yy IIITOCIHITHHUX

OyrafimiB maHWH TOKAa3HUK 3 BIKOM 3HIDKYETHCS, IO

BKa3dy€ Ha TC, IO B IMOCTHATAJIbHOMY OHTOTEHE31

III rpymu mamu HaWBUINI BiXHOCHI HPUPOCTH >KUBOI
MacH, B IOPiBHSHHI 3 poBecHUKaMu |V rpymm.

[oxa3HukamMu, sKi B 3HAYHIA Mipi XapaKTEepH3YIOTh

eKCTep'ep TBapHUH € IIiHIAHI TpoMipu cTatedl Tina

€Hepris pOCTy TBapWH CHOBUTBHIOETHCSA. OnmHAK, Bifg (tabm. 2).
HapOKEHHS 10 15-MicsaHOTO Biky Oyraiimi-cuam I, 11 i
Taoauus 2. Jliniiinuii picr Oyraiinis-cunis, cm (Mzm)
IIpomipu crareit ['pyna
Tina I (n=29) | 11 (n=23) [ m®=29 | IV ({n=23)
6 MicAIB
Bucora B: xomi 100,70 0,23 ™ 101,30 +0,44™ 101,50+ 0,50 93,70 £ 0,26
KPIKax 104,33+ 0,24 105,00 + 0,30™ 105,30 +0,45 ™ 102,23+0,23
IllupuHa rpyaei 30,63+ 0,14 31,00 £0,15 ** 31,30 £0,19™ 29,54+0,27
I'mubuHa rpyneit 48,07+ 0,15™ 49,00+0,20™ 49,30 +0,30™ 46,46+0,24
Koca oBkxuHa Tyay6y (amkoro) 113,85 +0,79" 114,20+0,80 * 114,00+ 0,70™ 111,61+0,52
Ilupuna B Ki1y6ax 31,63+0,14 31,95+0,20 ™ 32,0440,25™ 30,1540,25
HaniBoOXBart 3a/1y: BepTHKAJIbHUI 102,22+0,53 102,00+0,60 102,50+ 0,70 100,85+0,86
T'opu30oHTAIBHHH 76,18+0,49™ 76,06+0,55" 76,95+0,70™ 74,15+0,27
OO0xBar rpy/eii 3a JomaTKkamMu 125,81+0,94 124,92+0,80 126,00+0,90" 123,08+1,26
OO6xBar I’ ICTKa 14,59+0,10 14,35+£0,07 14,6040,09 14,08+0,09
12 Mmicsauis
Bucora B: xoummi 115,30+0,44 115,00+0,56 117,30+ 0,50 114,50+0,26
KpHKax 122,30+1,30 122,00+1,25 123,30+0,45" 121,00+0,44
Ilupuna rpyaei 38,56+1,30 38,00£0,95 39,44+0,93 37,97+0,40
['nubuHa rpy e 59,50+0,91 59,00+1,30 60,30+0,45" 58,55+0,70
Koca noBxuna Tyay0y (Mankor) 128,35+0,95 128,00+0,94 130,00 +0,96" 127,30+0,83
IlupuHa B Ki1yOax 39,40+1,30 39,10+0,94 40,20+1,05 38,55+0,25
HaniBoOXBart 3a/1y: BepTHKAIbHUI 123,50+0,80 123,10+0,90 125,00+0,81* 122,73%0,75
TOPU3OHTATbHUN 103 000,75 102,70+0,80 103,95+0,74" 102,30+0,56
OO6xBar rpyJeii 3a TOIaTKaMu 169,30 +0,40" 168,10+0,50 170,30+0,80™ 167,37+0,44
OOxBar 1’ sIcTKa 18,00+0,50 17,95+0,90 18,50+0,90 17,45+0,13
15 micsiiB
Bucora B: xoui 118,30+0,44 118,00+1,35 120,10+1,35 117,89+0,89
KPIJKax 128,37+0,80" 128,00+0,99 130,35+2,44" 126,00+1,22
[upuna rpyaei 42,74+0,90 42,00+1,34 43,45+0,95 ~ 41,30+0,50
['nubuHa rpy e 65,37+0,91" 65,00+1,45 67,35 +0,99™ 63,40£0,45
Koca noBxuna Tyay0a (II1agKor) 138,00+2,34 137,5043,00 140,10+3,44 135,30+1,34
IlupuHa B Ki1ybax 43,5040,99 " 43,00+1,44 45,94+0,95 ™ 41,56+0,58
HamiBoOxBar 3a7y:
BEpPTUKAIbHUI 134,10+2,95 133,4042,44 136,44+2 64 131,53+2,14
TOPU3OHTATBHUN 108 00+1,44 107,50+2,00 110,37+0,95™ 105,35+0,94
OO0xBar rpyjeii 3a JonaTkamu 175,10+1,99" 174,154£2,00 177,35+1,95" 170,09+2,44
OO6xBar 11’ ICTKa 20,30£0,99 20,00+1,45 21,00+0,17" 19,50+0,75
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3a OCHOBHHMMHU IIPOMipaMH CTaTeH Tijia: BHUCOTOIO B
XOJIL, KPIKax, IIMPUHOIO M MIMOWHOIO TPYAEH, KOCOI0
JOBXHHOIO  Tyiay0a, IIMPHHOIO B  KyJIbIIAaXx,
HamiBoOXBaTOM 3a1y (BepTHKAIBEHUM Ta
TOPU30HTAIHHIM), 0OXBAaTOM TpyAeH 3a JIOTaTKaMH Ta
obxBarom m'sctka Oyraimi I, II, III rpymm 3a mepion
BHPOIIYBaHHA TNepeBakanu anHaiorie IV rpymm.
3okpema, oOxBar rpyneil 3a momaTkamu y Bimi 15
MicAIiB y HUX OyB OUTBIIMM BimmoBigHO Ha 2,9; 2.4 i
4,3 %.

AHai3 OKa3HHKIB 1HICKCIB OyI0BHU Tima B 6, 12 i
15 MicsmiB moKaszaB, IO 3a TIPyJHHM, 30MTOCTI Ta
IH/IEKCOM MacHBHOCTI CyTTEBOI Pi3HUII MK TBAPUHAMHU
JOCIIHUX 1 KOHTPOJBHOI Trpyn OyraiiiB-CHHIB He
BCTaHOBJICHO, aJi¢ NIMPOTHUH iHIEKC y 15-MicsuHOMY
Bili OyB OUTBIINM y JOCTIIHUX TPyIax BiATIOBIAHO Ha
7,2; 6,01 12,8% 11010 KOHTPOIBHOI.

Crnix Bim3HAYMTH, IO 32 TEPio] eKCHePUMEHTY
migmochmigEuM  OyraiimsiM - OyJo  3rofoBaHO B
cepeaabomy 3000 kr kopMoBHX oauHHUIB 1 312 kT
nepeTpaBHOro mpoteiny (Tabi. 3).

Ta6auns 3. Cno:kuBaHHsi KOPMiB OyraiiusiMmu-cunamu 3a 15-micsiunuii nepiojg

Ioxaznuk Ipyma
1 (n=29) 11 (n=23) 111 (n=29) IV (n=23)
JKupa maca OyrainiB-cuHiB y 15
MICSILIiB, KT 441+ 8,85 435 $6,05 47745,72 407+10,30
3aTpaté KOPM. OUHULE HA
1 xr IpUpOCTY, KT 6,80 6,90 6,37 7,37

Ha opHy KOpMOBY OJUMHUILIO MpUOaNaio B
cepenuboMy 104 r mepeTpaBHOrO NpoTeiHy. 3aTpaTu
KOpMIB Ha 1 Kr mpupocTy kUBOi MacH B |V KOHTPOJIBbHIH
rpymi ckiany 7,37 Kr KOpMOBUX ouHULb, a B I, 1T 1 111
JNOCTITHUX Tpymax Ied IOKa3HUK OyB MEHIIUM 1
cTaHoBHUB BianosigHo 6,80; 6,901 6,37 kr.

Taoauus 4. 3a6iiini nokazuuku oyraiinis-cunis (M+m)

3a0iifHi MOKa3HUKM Ta M SICHA IPOJYKTUBHICTh
OyraiiuiB. Y pe3ynbTaTi eKCIIEpUMEHTY BCTaHOBIICHO,
o0 JKMBa Maca mepex 3a00eM 1 TMicas TOJOHOT
BUTPUMKH, Maca IapHOi Ta OXOJIOJKEHOI Tym Oyia
HaiiBumor y tBapuH I mocmianoi rpynu (tabdm. 4).

IToxa3nuk ['pyna
I 11 11 IV

ﬁig‘;arraca nepex 3aboem (15 441,2+ 8,85 435+6,05 471,25+5,72 406,71+10,32
’Kupa maca micis ronogHof 420,3+7,75 415,3+5,05 450,2+5,80 386,6+8,32
BI/ITpI/IMKI/I, KI'
Maca nmapHoi Ty, K& 220,5+ 5,16 210,6+4,30 235,2+ 4,40 200,3+4,40
Maca 0X0JI0/PKEHOI Ty, KT 213,6+4,22 202,2+3,30 227,1+4,10 190,2+4,11
KMraca BHYTPILIHBOTO AHUPY, 12,0+41,1 9,2+1,2 10,0+3,1 8,2+3,5
3abitinuii Buxigm, % 52,7 50,5 52,0 51,3

VY 3aranmpHOMY X 3a IIUMH TOKa3HHKaMu Oyraifmi I,
I i I gocmigHWX TpyH MepeBakadd KOHTPOIBHHUX
aHarnoriB Ha 8,48; 6,96 1 16,61%. 3aliitauii BUXiy y
JOCITHUX TBapuH cTaHoBUB 52,7; 50,5 1 52,2%, a 'y

3a mopdooriuanmMu cxiragoM tym TBapunu I, 111 111
JOCTIiJHUX TPYII IepeBaXkalll KOHTPOJIBHHUX aHaJoriB [V
rpyma (Tabn. 5). BMicT M’s130B0i TKaHWHH y HHUX OYB
BiamoBigHo Bummii Ha 11,50; 6,351 19,44%.

KOHTpOJIbHUX — 51,3%.

Taoauus 5. Mopdoaoriynuii ckiaax siaoBHYMHM Gyraiiuis-cunis (M*m)

IToxa3Huk - - I'pyna :
I nocninna II nocninHa III mocnigna IV koHTpONIEHA
Maca miBTymi, K& 106,0+1,22 101,1+1,11 113,5+1,11 95,1+1,14
M’s30Ba TKAHUHA, KT 83,74+0,90 79,87£1,10 89,7£2,11 75,1£1,10
KicTkoBa TKaHHMHA, KT 19,1+1,00 18,24+0,90 20,4+0,95 17,1£0,25
KupoBa TkaHuHa, KT 3,2+0,11 3,0+0,10 3,4+0,50 2,80+0,10

3a BMicTOM M’sKOTi BHIIOro, I ta Il copry Oyraiiui
I, II i I pmocnmimHmMX TPym 3HAYHO MEpeBa)Kaju
KOHTPOJIFHUX POBECHUKIB (Tab1I. 6).

Bcranosneno, mo M’skoTh y Tymax tBapuH I i III
JOCHITHUX TPy OyJa OLIbII KaJopiiHOO 1 CTAHOBUIIA Y
cepenHii mpobi m’sca — 5351 1 5348 kJ/lx Ta y
HaijgoBmomy M’s3i cnuHE — 4369 xJIx (Tabdn. 7). 3a
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HaiinoBiomy M’si3i criunawm) TBapund 1, 111 1T nocmigamx
TpyI 3HAYHO MEPEBaXKAIU KOHTPOJLHUX aHAJIOT1B.

XIMIYHUM CKJIaZIoM M’sica (BMIiCTOM CyXOi pEe4OBHHH 1
cuporo TpoTeiHy B cepegHid mpobi M’sca i

Ta6auns 6. CoproBuii cKiIal siIOBHYMHM Oyraiiis-cunis (Mtm)

I'pyna
CopT sUTOBHYMHU 1 1I I v
Bumnii, kr 17,58+0,22 16,77+0,30 18,84+0,40 15,77+0,20
I copt, kr 20,10+0,21 19,17+0,25 21,53+0,30 18,02+0,10
Ii copr, kr 46,06+0,50 43,93+0,40 44,33+0,50 41,30+0,30
Bcroro M’sSKoTi, Kr 83,74+0,90 79,87+1,10 89,70+2,11 75,10+1,10
Taoauus 7. Ximiunuii ckiaaa m’sica oyraiinis-cunis (Mtm)
Cyxa Cupuit Cupuit xxup, KanopiitnicTs 1
0, o,
T'pyma Bona, % pedoBuHa, % npoTteiH, % % 3oma, % Kr M’sica, kJ[x
Cepennst mpoba m’sica
1 74,16+0,5 25,84+ 0,50 20,00+ 0,48 4,90+ 0,12 0,94+ 0,002 5351+ 122
11 75,00+0,3 25,00+0,40 20,00+0,35 4,10+0,13 0,90+0,001 51224122
111 74,20+0,4 25,8+ 0,35 20,00+ 0,30 5,00+ 0,15 0,80+ 0,001 5348+ 121
I\ 76,60+0,3 23,40+0,20 18,40+0,15 4,12+0,15 0,88+0,001 4833+122
HaiinoBmmii M’s13 CIUHU
1 75,54+0,4 24,46+ 0,30 22,00+ 0,31 1,46+ 0,01 0,94+ 0,002 4369+ 120
11 76,50+0,4 23,50+ 0,22 21,55+ 0,14 1.10+ 0,02 0,85+ 0,001 3943+ 124
111 75,50+0,6 24,50+ 0,30 22,10+ 0,30 1,50+ 0,01 0,90+ 0,002 4369+ 120
v 78,42+0,5 21,58+ 0,30 19,42+ 0,20 1,31+ 0,03 0,85+ 0,002 3890+ 113
BucHoBkH

3a poctoM >KHBOI MacH, JIHIHHUM pPO3BUTKOM i
M’SICHOIO TPOAYKTUBHICTIO Oyraimi-cmam I, II 1 II
TpyIH BiporigHO mepeBaxkanu aHaiori |1V rpymm. Le
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DEVELOPMENT AND FORMATION OF MEAT INDICATORS IN BULLS-SONS OF PROSPECTIVE
BULLS-IMPROVERS OF THE UKRAINIAN DAIRY BLACK-SPOTTED BREED
OF THE WESTERN DOMESTIC TYPE
Vasyl FEDAK, candidate of agricultural sciences
Institute of Agriculture of the Carpathian Region of the National Academy of Sciences

An assessment was made of the meat productivity of the bulls - the descendants of the breeding bulls Apollo 1171
(I research group), Spartak 1547 (11 group) and Flinted 802 (Il group). A group of analogues (I control group) was
formed from the sons of other breeder bulls. The conditions for raising young animals during the period of the experiment
were the same for all. At the age of 15 months, bulls-sons of the IV group met the standard of the breed for black and
spotted cattle in terms of live weight, while the animals (I, 11 and 111) of the groups exceeded it by 9.7-16.0%. It was
established that in almost all the main measurements of the body sexes: height at the withers, sacrum, width and depth of
the chest, oblique length of the trunk, width at the hips, half girth of the back, girth of the chest behind the shoulder blades
and the wrist during the growing period, the bulls of the group prevailed over the analogues of the IV group . The slaughter
yield in experimental animals of groups I and Il was 52.7 and 52.2%, and in control animals - 51.3%, and the content of
muscle tissue in them was higher by 11.50 and 19.44%. The meat of animals of the I and 11l experimental groups was
more caloric: the average meat sample — 5351 and 5348 kJ and the longest back muscle — 4369 kJ.
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