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Pedepar. Lenvio uccnedosanus a61s11aco oyeHKa 61a20N0yYUs CBUHOMAMOK HA Y4ACHKe ORopoca npu (hux-
CUPOBAHHOM COOEPHCANUU 8 YCLOBUSAX NPOMBIULTEHHOU MEXHOL02UU NPOU3600CmEa caununbl. Obvexmom ucciedo-
BaHUsL AGTANUCL NOOCOCHBIE CBUHOMAMKU, COOEPIHCAWUEcss 8 CIMANKax KoHcmpykyuu BDSwing na pewemuamuix
nonax. J[na oyenku 6vln ucnonvzoean npomoxon Welfare Quality®, moougdhuyuposanuviii 6 coomeemcmeuu ¢
JIOKANbHBIMU 0CODeHHOCmAMU npoussodcmea. Oyenka O1a2ononyuus CGUHOMAMOK NPOBOOULACH HA NePEblll OeHb
nocie onopoca u no8mopHo Ha 15 denv noococnoeo nepuoda. Ilpu obpabomke OAHHBIX PACCYUMBIBAILCS CYM-
Mapubvil Ol 61A20NONYYUS CBUHOMAMOK. YRUMAHHOCMb CBUHOMAMOK ONPeOeIsiact N0 MOIWUHE WNUKA HAO
nocieonum pebpom Ha 30 Oenv cynopocrocmu u npu omveme 6 28 Oneti. Cmamucmuyeckuil aHaius OvlLl Gol-
NONHEH € UCHONb308AHUEM CPeObl CIMAMUCTUYECK020 npozpammuposanus R. /locmoeepnocme paznuuuii medic-
0y epynnamu Jcusomuvix no ynumannocmu Ha 30 0eHb CynopocHocmu u npu omveme OYeHusaulach Memooom
Kpackena—Yonnuca. Ilonapnvle cpagnenus ocywjecmensiiu ¢ nonpagkou Xoama. B epynne 6razononyunvix ceuro-
Mamok cymmaphas oyenxa cocmasuna 0,62 6anna, 6 mo epemsi Kax 0Jis YCI06HO OA2ONONYYHBIX IMOM NAPAMEMP
cocmagnan yoice 2,51 banna u nebrazononyunvix — 4,9 6anna. llosmopnas oyenka nposoounacs Ha 15 oenv nocie
onopoca mem dce ucciedosamenem. Ilpu He3HAUUMENbHBIX USMEHEHUSX 8 CyMMAapHOU oyenke dcusommubix (0,59,
2,49 u 5,12 bannos coomsemcmeenHo) Oommeaemcst yeenuueHue CyMMapHoll OYeHKU 8 epynne HeOlazononyyHbix
CBUHOMAMOK, A MAKJiCe nepemMeuenue HCUBOMHbIX U3 OOHOU 2pYnNbl 8 OpY2YI0 8 HANPABIEHUU YCyeyOaeHUs. COCMOo-
snust. Onpedenenvl 00CMosepHble Pa3iuyiis 8 YNUMAHHOCIU MeHCOY OlA2ONONYYHbIMU, YCIO8HO ONA20NOLYYHBIMU
u HebnazononyuHviMu ceunomamramu Ha 30 0env cynopocrocmu. Xoms 01a20nonyunble CUHOMAMKYU OMAUYA-
JIUCL HAUMEHbLel MONWUHOL WNUKA, 8 MedeHUe CYNOPOCHOCMU U NOOCOCHO20 Nepuood, 8 Mol epynne OvLia
omMmeyena u HauMeHbWas nomeps. ynumannocmu k omvemy (-0,3 mm).
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Abstract. The aim of the study was to assess the well-being of sows at a farrowing site with a fixed content
in the conditions of industrial pork production technology. The object of the study was suckling sows contained
in BDSwing machines on lattice floors. The Welfare Quality® protocol was used for the assessment, modified in
accordance with local production features. The well-being of the sows was assessed on the first day after farrowing
and again on the 15th day of the suckling period. When processing the data, the total welfare score of the sows was
calculated. The fatness of the sows was determined by the thickness of the fat above the last rib on the 30th day of
pregnancy and at weaning at 28 days. The statistical analysis was performed using the statistical programming
environment R. The reliability of differences between groups of animals in fatness on the 30th day of pregnancy
and at weaning was assessed by the Kraskel-Wallis method. Pairwise comparisons were carried out with the Hill
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correction. In the group of well—off sows, the total score was 0.62 points, while for the conditionally well-off; this
parameter was already 2.51 points and the disadvantaged — 4.9 points. The re-evaluation was carried out on the
15th day after farrowing by the same researcher. With minor changes in the total assessment of animals (0.59,
2.49 and 5.12 points, respectively), there is an increase in the total assessment in the group of disadvantaged sows,
as well as the movement of animals from one group to another in the direction of aggravation of the condition.
Significant differences in fatness between well-off and conditionally well-off and dysfunctional sows on the 30th
day of pregnancy were determined. At the same time, although healthy sows differed in the smallest fat thickness,
during pregnancy and suckling period, in this group the least loss of fatness to weaning was noted (-0.3 mm).

J71st coBpeMeHHOTO CBMHOBOJICTBA B MHpPE Xa-
paKTepHOI 4epToH SBNIsETCS MHTEHCU(UKALUS TPO-
W3BOJICTBA, CJICJICTBUEM YETO SIBJIETCS YBEINUECHUE
MPOAYKTUBHOCTH KUBOTHBIX U MOBBIIIEHUE YKOHO-
Mudeckoi 3ppexTuBHOCTU. OTHAKO ITO TPUBOIUT
K BOBHMKHOBEHHIO IIPO0IeM ¢ OiaronoiryyueM u
37I0POBBEM KUBOTHBIX, UTO, B CBOIO OUEPE/Ib, MOKET
HETaTWBHO BJIUSATH HA YPOBEHBb MPOAYKTUBHOCTH
[1]. B MupoBoii mpakTuke TEPMHUH «OJIaromoIry-
yuey NPUMEHSETCS JIUIsl KOMIUIEKCHOTO OMUCAHUS
COCTOSIHUS ’KMBOTHOTO, HAJIMUMSI Y HEro npooiem,
CBSI3aHHBIX CO 3/10POBbEM, NTOBEJICHUEM H TUCKOM-
(hopTOM, MPUUUHON KOTOPBIX SBISIOTCS YCIOBUS
coJiepKaHusl )KUBOTHBIX [2]. MI3HayanbHO KOHIIETI-
us OJaromnmoy4yus XKUBOTHBIX (animal welfare)
paccMarpHuBaliach UCKIIOYUTENBHO C YTUIMTAPHOU
TOYKHU 3PEHHsI, OTHAKO Ceifuac B MUpPE 3HAYUTEILHOE
BHUMAaHUE YACIIAETCS U dTUUECKOMY acCIeKTy [3,
4]. lns u3yuyeHus 01aronoyydusi U BIUSHUS €ro
Ha COCTOSIHHE ¥ TTPOAYKTUBHOCTH KUBOTHBIX OBLITH
pa3paboTaHbl MPOTOKOJIBI OIIEHKH ONIaromnoaydus s
BCEX BUJOB JKUBOTHBIX B TOM YMCJIE U JJIsl CBUHEH
(Welfare Quality®) [5], onuchiBaroiyie BO3MOXKHbBIE
COCTOSIHUSI ’KUBOTHBIX PA3TUYHBIX TEXHOJIOTHYECKHX
TPYNI C YY4ETOM KPUTHYECKUX TOUYEK TEXHOJIOTUH,
MIPUMEHSIEMBIX B COBPEMEHHOM CBHHOBOACTBE. Of1-
HAaKO Ha MPAKTUKE JUIS Pa3HbIX TEXHOJIOTMUYECKUX,
SKOHOMHUYECKHUX U COLIMAIBHBIX YCIOBUN CIIOKHO
OTPECNIUTh YHUBEPCAIbHYIO OLIEHKY JUISl pa3HbIX
TPYIN CBUHEH, KaK U OLICHUTh CTENIEHb BIUSHUSI
Oyaromnoyry4usi Ha MPOJYyKTUBHBIE TTOKA3aTeH, He
YUHTHIBAs] TEXHOJIOTHYECKHE OCOOCHHOCTH [6, 7].

B npoMbInIeHHON TEXHOIOTUH CONEPKAHUSA
CBHHEW KIJIFOYEBOM TOYKOM YCIIEITHOCTH MPOU3BO/-
CTBa SIBJISIETCS BOCIIPOU3BOACTBO OT OCEMEHEHHUS
JI0 TIOJTYYEHUS TTOPOCSAT, IOATOMY COCTOSTHUE CBU-
HOMATOK M UX OJIarornoiy4yne Takke UMEeT KPUTHU-
YEeCKOe 3HAYCHHE TSI TIOTYICHHS U BBIPAITUBAHUS
monoaHsika [8—10]. Jlokmaa SKCriepTHOM TPYIIIbI
EFSA no 6rnarononyuno )KUBOTHBIX MOAYEPKUBA-
€T, YTO Ha OJIaronoiay4yre CBUHOMAaTOK KPUTHYECKH
BIIUSIET COZlepKAHUE B MHIMBUIyaIbHBIX CTAaHKAX
JUTSL OTIOPOCA, TTOCKOJIBKY UMEHHO TaM >KHBOTHBIE
OTPaHUYCHBI B IBUKCHNH, HE IMEIOT BOZMOKHOCTH
peanu30BbIBaTh CBOE €CTECTBEHHOE NIOBE/ICHHE, A

TaKKe HMEIOT IPOOJIEMBI C MTOBPEKICHUSMH MITKUX
TKaHeil u koxxHoro nokposa (EFSA AHAW Panel)
[11]. IIpu 3TOM B MUpe ¥ B HAIIIEW CTpaHe Coaep-
JKaHM€ CBUHOMATOK B MHAMBU/YaJIbHBIX CTAaHKaX Ha
MPOTSKEHUH BCETO MOJCOCHOTO NMEPHOAA SBISETCS
HauboJiee pacrpocTpaHeHHON NpakTukoi [ 12—15],
YTO JIeJIaeT aKTyaIbHBIM U3yYe€HUE HMEHHO ATOM
TOYKH B LIUKJIE TPOU3BOZACTBA CBUHUHSI [16], yun-
TBIBasi, YTO JaHHAsl CUCTEMa OCTaeTcs Hambosee
SKOHOMHUYECKU F(P(PEKTUBHON ISl KPYITHOTO TPO-
u3BoxcrTea [17].

BaxxapIM MeTOIMUECKUM acIeKTOM TPU H3y4de-
HUHY OJTaronoTyynsi CBUHEHN SBISAETCS COBEPIICHCTBO-
BaHHE MPOTOKOJIA OIIEHKH B COOTBETCTBUH C JIOKAJTb-
HBIMH OCOOCHHOCTSIMHU HPEATIPHUATHS U TIOTOJIOBBS
#HUBOTHBIX [ 18]. CyIecTBYIOT JaHHBIE O CBSI3U TAKUX
napaMeTpoB, Kak 01aromnoisyyue, penpoayKTHBHbIE
KauecTBa M YIIUTAHHOCTb B3POCIIbIX CBUHOMATOK [ 19,
20], KoTopble MOTYT KaK B3aUMOJIEICTBOBATh, TAK U
HE OKa3bIBaTh KAKOTO-TMO0 3aMETHOTO BIMSHUS Ha
WTOTOBYIO MPOyKTUBHOCTH [21].

[Ipu 3TOM CrietyeT yunuThIBaTh, YTO HAPALY C
TEXHOJIOTMYEeCKUMU (haKTOpaMu Ha OJaronoiayyue
Y TIPOTyKTUBHOCTb KUBOTHBIX MOTYT JIEHCTBOBATH
KaK OTJETbHO, TaK 1 COBOKYITHO YPOBEHb aaNTalliu
XKUBOTHBIX K TEXHOJIOTUYECKHUM yCIOBUSIM [22, 23],
00Ut aIanTUBHBIN OTEHIMAT TOMyJsImu [24, 25]
Y DKOJIOTUYECKHE YCIOBHS Cpefibl [26—28].

B cBsi31 ¢ BBIIIEU3I0KEHHBIM LIETBIO paOOThI
SBJISIETCS OILIEHKA 0JIaronoyyyusi CBHMHOMAaTOK Ha
y4acTKe OTmopoca B YCIOBUSX (PUKCUPOBAHHOTO CO-
Jiep>KaHusl Ha TIPOMBITINIEHHOM CBHHOKOMITJICKCE B
JUHAMUKE B TEUEHHUE MTOJICOCHOTO NEPUO/a U BBISB-
JICHHE CBSA3H OLICHKHU C YIUTAHHOCTBIO.

OBBEKTbBI U METO/IbI
NCCIEJOBAHUH

UccnenoBanre npoBOJMIIOCH B YCIOBUSX MPO-
MBILIUIEHHOTO CBUHOKOMILIEKCA Ha TIOMECHBIX CBUHO-
MaTKax KpyIHas Oenasi X JaHApac JaTCKOM CeNeKIIUH.
CBHHOMATKHU COJEPKAIUCH HA YUaCTKE OIopoca B
VH/IMBUIyaJIbHBIX CTAHKAX C PErYJIUPYyEMBIMHU OTpa-
HUYUTEISIMU KOHCTPYKIMK BDSwing Ha pereryarsix
noyiax npou3BozcTBa komnanuu Big Dutchman. Jlan-
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Hasi KOHCTPYKIIHSI CTAHKOB OJIpa3yMeBaeT HAJTNIne
OTpaHUYHUTENIECH JI1 CBUHOMATKH, HE TIO3BOJISIO-
IMX el PEe3KO JIOKUTHCS WITH BCTaBaTh, YTO CHIKAET
PHUCK 33JaBIMBAaHUS IOPOCAT, OAHAKO 3HAYUTEIHHO
OTpaHUYMBACT MOABMKHOCTD KUBOTHOTO. O1leHu-
BaJINCh CBUHOMATKH, OTIOPOCUBIIHECS B TCUCHHE
IIATH CMEXHBIX AHEH B nepuon ¢ 27 no 31 sHBaps
(n — 154). Ouenka mpoBoIMIach B COOTBETCTBUU C
MOIU(HUITMPOBAHHBIM TIpoToKosioM Welfare Quality
[5]. IIpoTokoun BKItO4aeT B ce0sl TaKUE apaMeTphl,
KaK COCTOSIHHE KOHEYHOCTE!, HaTuYue OBpexKIe-
HUM OT OPYTUX KUBOTHBIX, HAJIMYKE 3arpA3HEHUIM
MIPY HOPMAJTLHOM COCTOSIHUHM CTaHKa, IMPOOIeMbI C
neixanneM. Monudukarus npoTokoia MpoBOIU-
JIach B CBSA3M C TEM, YTO 3HAUYUTEIHLHOE OTPaHUYCHHE
MOJBMYKHOCTH CHI)KAET BO3MOKHOCTH CBUHOMATKHU
K YCTPAHEHHIO OT BO3MOXKHBIX OBPEXKICHUI CO
CTOPOHBI TOTOMCTBA, YTO MPUBOIUT K aKTaM KaHHU-
Oanmm3ma, BKITFOYas MOBPEXICHHUS COCKOB, BYJIBBBI U
ymen. B JonomHeHn: K cTaHAAPTHOMY MPOTOKOITY
OILICHKH, B CBSI3H CO crieuu(uKoil ycnoBui, ObuH
N00aBIEHbI CIETYIOIIUE TyHKTHI: C1a00CTh CBSI304-
HOTO arnrnapara 3aJJHIX KOHeYHOCTeH (XapakTepHoe
JIeiCTBUE TIPH ABMKEHUH )KMBOTHOTO, TIPH KOTOPOM
3aJIHUE KOHEYHOCTH MPOU3BOIBHO PA3BOISATCS MO
yriiom 6omee gyem 90° (1 6ain mpu Hammauu, 0 6an-
JIOB IIPH OTCYTCTBHH); CJIA0OCTh 33JHUX KOHEYHO-
creil (;KUBOTHOE OMMUPAETCSI TEJIOM Ha OH3JIexaliue
00bexThl 1100 npucenaet, 1 6amn npu Hanuyuu, 0
0aJIoB MPH OTCYTCTBUH ); KAHHUOAIN3M (BKIIFOYAET
OLIEHKY COCTOSIHUSI yIlel u XBocTa, () — MOBpexkIeHUs
OTCYTCTBYIOT, | — JIETKHE MTOBPEXICHNS yIIIeH 1/UITH
XBOCTa, YIIN HAJOpPBaHbI, 2 — CHIIbHBIE TIOBPEXK-
JI€HHUs, YaCTUYHO OTCYTCTBYET OJHO WJIM JIBa yXa
WJIH XBOCT); JIOKQJIbHBIE TIOBPEXKICHHS TOPOCATAMHU
(pa3beieHHbIe TPOJIEKHU; | — OTHO OBpPEXKICHNE,
2 — moBpeXJAeHNE Ha 000UX IJIeYe-JI0NaTOYHBIX
cousieHeHUs1X, 0 — MOBPEKAEHUS OTCYTCTBYIOT);
MIOBPEXK/ICHUE BYJIbBBI, B TOM YHCJIE U BCIIEICTBUE
KaHHMOaM3Ma (XapakTepHbIE TOBPEKAECHHS BYJIbBbI
y )KMBOTHOTO, () - MOBPEXACHUS OTCYTCTBYIOT, | —
JIETKHE TIOBPEXKICHUS, 2 — CHIIbHBIE TTOBPEKICHHS);
mactut (1 Gann nmpu Hanu4YuK npu3HakoB, 0 6amIoB
TP OTCYTCTBHH); TPABMBI COCKOB, B TOM YHCJIE U KaK
CIIEZICTBUE TTOBpEXAeHUH mopocstamu (0 OamioB mpu
OTCYTCTBUH, | Oau1 npu MOBPEKIEHUN OJHOTO COCKa,
2 Oajuta pu MOBPEKICHUH IBYX U 00Jiee COCKOB);
peakuus Ha 4eloBeka: TeCT 1 (C TOIOBbI) MOJOUTH
K )KHBOTHOMY CO CTOPOHBI MODP/IbI M HAOJIOATh 32
peakuueii (0 — HeT peakuuu, 1— oTcTpaHsercs, yme-
peHHasi peakuusi, 2 — IM1apaxaeTcsi, OTIPBITUBALT,
nbITaeTcs cOexarh), TecT 2 (C XBOCTa) — MOJOUTH K
KHBOTHOMY CO CTOPOHBI XBOCTA, TIOJIOKUTh PyKY Ha

KpyIl 1 HaOmromarh 3a peakuuei (0 — HEeT peakuu,
1 — B3aparuBaert, 2 — ocTpast peakius, OTCTPAHSIETCs,
IBITAETCS C/IEAaTh HECKOJIBKO 11aroB).

CymMmapHblii 0at oLleHKH 01aronoiayvus BbIBO-
JTIICS TTTEM CJIOKEHHSI BCEX OLIEHOK, MOTYYEHHbIX
cBuHOMaTKOU. Takum 00pazom, KakJ0€ )KUBOTHOE
MOCJIE OLICHKU UMEJIO ONpeesIeHHOE KOJIMYECTBO
0aJIoB, XapaKTEPHU3YIOIIUX €r0 COCTOSIHHE.

TonmuHa mmuKa Kak KpUTEPUN yTUTAaHHOCTH
orieHuBanach Ha 30 1eHb CYIOPOCHOCTH U MOCHE
npeObIBaHUs Ha yY4acTKEe ONopoca U OLEHKHU O1aro-
MIOJTy4YHsl TOBTOPHO MPHU OTHEME MOPOCAT METOAOM
YIBTPA3BYKOBOTO MCCIIEIOBAHMS HAJ TTOCIETHUM
pedpom.

Onenka 6raromnoayyusi CBHHOMaTOK ITPOBOIM-
Jlach Ha MepBbIi JIEHb MOCJE OMOPOCca U MOBTOPHO
Ha 15 nenn moxcocHoro nepuoaa. [lpu o6paboTtke
JTAHHBIX PaCCUUTHIBAJICS CyMMapHbIi Oasut Giaro-
MIOJTy4YHsl CBHHOMATOK, B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT KOTOPOTO
CBMHOMATKH TTOJIPa3IeNsUINCh Ha TPH TPYIITBL: O1aro-
nomy4sble — 0—1 6as, )KUBOTHOE HE MMeeT Ipodiiem;
YCJIOBHO OJylaronoirydssie — 2—3 Gajia, )KUBOTHOE
UMEET HECKOJIBbKO YMEPEHHO BBIPAXKEHHBIX MPOOIEM;
Hebnaronony4Hsie — 4 u Oosiee 6aJIOB, KUBOTHOE
MMEeT MHOTO YMEPEHO BBIPAKCHHBIX WIJIH CHIIBHO
BBIPXXEHHBIX ITpo0eM. B cooTBeTCTBHH C 3THM
JUISL KaXKJIOW TPYTIIBI OIIEHUBAIMCH YIIUTAHHOCTh Ha
30 neHb CyNOpOCHOCTHU U MOCIE OThEMA.

Crartuctuyeckuil aHaiu3 ObLT BHIIIOJIHEH C UC-
TIOJIb30BAaHUEM CPEIbI CTATUCTHYECKOTO MTPOTPaMMHU-
poBanuA R ¢ ucnons30BaHNEM CTaHAAPTHBIX METOJIOB
HeTapaMeTPUIECKOM CTATUCTUKH B CBA3H C TEM, YTO
pacnpezeneHus JaHHBIX 110 CyMMapHOH OIleHKe Ora-
TONOIYYHS U TOJIIMHE UK HE COOTBETCTBOBAIIU
HOPMaJIbHOMY 3aKOHY, YTO OBLJIO TOATBEPHKACHO C
nomosio kputepus [lanupo—Yunka (p < 0,05 nns
ob6oux mapametpoB) [29]. [lns onmcaHus mpu3Ha-
KOB OBUIN MCITOJIb30BAHBI CIIEAYIOIINE TTAPaMETPhI:
cpennee (Mean), crangaptHoe oTkioneHue (SD),
crangaptHas omuboka (SE), Q1 — nepBrlil kBap-
TUIb (25— npoueHTuins), Q3 — TpeTuit KBapTUIb
(75-1 mpouentuis), IQR — MeXKBapTUIBbHBIN pazMax
(IQR=Q3 - Q1). docToBepHOCTH pa3uunii MEKIY
TpyTIIaMH )KUBOTHBIX 0 YIUTaHHOCTH Ha 30—if 1eHb
CYTMOPOCHOCTH U TIPU OThEME OLIEHUBATIACH METOIOM
Kpackena—Yonnuca [30]. [lonapHbie cpaBHEHHUs
OCYILECTBIISUIN C TIOMPABKON XoIMa.

PE3VJIBTATHI HCCJEJOBAHUI M UX
OBCYXJEHUE

VYuacTok Oropoca ABJIACTCA KPpUTUICCKHUM BaK-
HBIM IJI IMIPOU3BOACTBA HE TOJIBKO C TOYKHU 3PCHHUA
MMOJYYC€HHUS TOBAPHOI'0O MOJIOAHAKA, HO U C TOYKHU
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3peHus yCIOBUN CONIEPIKaHHUs, TOCKOJIBKY COBpe-
MEHHasI IPOMBIIIIIEHHAS! TEXHOJIOTHS MTOJpa3yMeBacT
(UKCHPOBaHHOE COZIEP’KaHNE CBUHOMATOK, HCKITIO-
Yarolee BO3MOKHOCTh aKTUBHOTO TIEPEMEILIEHUS Ha
MPOTSKEHUH BCEro MOACOCHOTro nepuosa. B tadm. 1

MIPEICTABICHBI Pe3yJbTaThl OIEHKN OJarOmOoIy s
CBHHOMATOK Ha CIEIYIOIIMN JEHb IT0CIIE 0II0poca ¢
Y4ETOM Pa3AciICeHNs UX Ha IPYIIbI B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT CYMMapHO# OIIEHKH OJaronoixyqus.

Tabnuya 1
O1eHKa 0JIArONMOYyYHsi CBHHOMATOK HA YYacTKe onopoca (mepBblii JeHb MoCJIe 0Topoca)
Assessment of the welfare of sows at the farrowing site (the first day after farrowing)
I'pynma n Mean SE SD Q1 Q3 IQR
brnarononyunsie 37 0,62 0,081 0,492 1 1
YcnoBHO G1aronoayyHble 68 2,51 0,061 0,503 1
Hebnaromony4nsie 49 4,9 0,141 0,984 5 1

B rpymre 651aromnoiy4HsIx CBUHOMATOK CyM-
MapHas orieHka coctasuna 0,62 6anna, B TO BpeMs
KaK ISl YCJIOBHO OJaromnojy4yHbIX 3TOT MapaMeTp
cocrarsa yxke 2,51 6anna, a 1y HeOIaromoayd-
HbIX — 4,9 6amnna. [ToBTopHas onieHKa IPOBOIMIIACH
Ha 15-#1 1eHp mocIe onopoca TeM ke uccliefoBare-
neM (tab:. 2). [Ipu He3HAYUTEIIBHBIX H3MEHEHHSIX

B CyMMapHO# orieHke »uBoTHBIX (0,59, 2,49 u 5,12
0aJIJIOB COOTBETCTBEHHO) OTMEYACTCS YBEIMUCHUE
CYMMapHOM OIIEHKH B TPYIINe HEOIaromoayIHbIX
CBHHOMATOK, a TaK)Ke MePEMEIICHIE JKUBOTHBIX U3
OJTHOM TPYTIITHI B IPYTYIO B HAMIPABJICHUN YCYTYyOIe-
HHUS COCTOAHUS.

Tabnuya 2
Ounenka 0J1aronory4usi CBHHOMATOK Ha y4acTke onopoca (15-if neHs mocJjie onopoca)
Assessment of the welfare of sows at the farrowing site (15 days after farrowing)
I'pynma n Mean SE SD Q1 Q3 IQR
Bnaromonmyunsie 34 0,59 0,086 0,500 1 1
YcmoBHO OJIaromnoiryyHsie 63 2,49 0,083 0,504 3
Heobmnaronomy4nsie 56 5,12 1,690 1,420 6 2

B tabn. 3 npencrasneHo pacnpeneneHue CBU-
HOMATOK I10 TpyMNIIaM Ha CJIEAYIOIIHNH IeHb M0ocIe
oropoca u Ha 15-i1 ieHb MoCOCHOTO nepuoaa. Tak,
B IIEPBBII IEHB MOCJIE ONIOPOCa KOJIMYECTBO Oaro-
MOJIYYHBIX CBUHOMATOK COCTaBUJIO 37 TOJIOB, WU

24 %, Ha 15-1 1eHb UX KOJIMYECTBO COKPATHIIOCH JI0
34 ronos (22,2 %). AHanoruaHbIM 00pa3oM COKpa-
THJIOCH YUCJIO YCIIOBHO OJ1aronoyqHbIX CBHHOMATOK
¢ 68 rosios (44 %) B nepBeIil AeHb 10 63 Ha 15-i1
neHb (41 %).

Tabnuya 3
Pacnipenesienne cBHHOMATOK 10 rpynnam, %
Distribution of sows by groups, %
Bpewms onenku I'pynna n Hons
bnaronony4nsie 37 24,02
. YcnoBHO OnarononyydHsle 68 44,16
1-# neunb
Hebnaronoxyunsie 49 31,82
Hroro 154 100
biarononyunsie 34 22,22
YcnoBHO OnaromnoirydHsie 63 41,18
15-1 neHb
Heo6naromoxyansie 56 36,60
Hroro 153 100
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['pymima cBHHOMATOK, MOTYYHUBIIHNX CTATYC «HE-
O7arornorydHbie» B IEPBBIH JIEHb MOCIE 0Mopoca,
BKJIto4aza B ce0s 49 ronos (31,8 %), npu 3ToM cie-
JyeT UMETh B BUJLY, UTO IPU3HAKU HEOJIArononydns
y HUX HE OBbLIM MPUOOPETEHBI HEMOCPEICTBEHHO Ha
Y4acTKE OIOopoca, a SBISIOTCS CIEICTBHEM IPel-
HIECTBYIOIIEro conepxkanus. Ha 15-i nenp ux xo-
JIMYECTBO YBEIUYMIIOCH 10 56 ronoBs, wiu 36 %,
MIpH yCYTyOJIGHUU BETMYMHBI CyMMapHOW OIICHKH
B cpeanem ¢ 4,9 o 5,12 Ganna.

YIUTaHHOCTH CBUHOMATOK SIBJISIETCS Ba’KHBIM
KpUTEPHUEM, XapaKTEPU3YIOLIUM COCTOSIHUSI CBHU-
HOMAaTOK B T€UEHHE CYTIOPOCHOCTH U MOJICOCHOTO
neprozaa. OLeHKa yIUTaHHOCTH B3POCIBIX CBUHO-
MAaToK B ITPOU3BOJICTBEHHBIX YCIOBHUIX MPOBOAUTCS
JIBYKpaTHO B T€UEHUE IIMKJIa BOCIIPOM3BO/ICTBA: HA
30-i1 AeHb CYNIOPOCHOCTH U MPU OTHEME MOPOCST
C LIEJIBIO OTPEACIICHUsI COCTOSHUS JKUBOTHOTO U

KOPPEKTUPOBKH paliioHa. YPOBEHb YIIUTAHHOCTH,
OIIpeieIieMbIi 1O TOJIIMHE IIMTUKA HAJ TTOCISTHAM
peOpom, XxapakTepu3yeT He TOIBKO COCTOSHHE KH-
BOTHOTO, HO ¥ €T0 MOTEHIIUAJIbHYIO CHOCOOHOCTH K
BhIKapMJIMBaHuto nopocst [31]. C npyroii cTOpOHBI,
KaK MCTOIIEHHOCTb, TaK U Ype3MEepHasi yIIUTAHHOCTh
CBUHOMATOK MOTYT SIBJISITHCSI OTATYAIONIMMH (PaKkTo-
paMU Kak JJIsl CAMHUX XKMBOTHBIX, TaK H IS IIPOTEKa-
HUS OMIOPOCa W BBIKapMIIMBaHUs mopocsT [32, 33].

C nenpto u3yyeHus CBA3M yNUTaHHOCTHU U OJia-
ronoJy4usi ObUT IPOBEACH aHAINU3 PE3YIbTATOB U3-
MEpPEHHUS TOIIIMHBI KA.

Jlist ucenemyemMoro npeanpusiTus HopMma yIi-
TAHHOCTH CBHMHOMATOK cOocTaBiieT 12—18 MM, Bce
OLIEHEHHBIC HAMU JKUBOTHBIE YKJIA/IBIBATIMCH B 9TOT
JIana3oH npu u3MepeHuu Ha 30-i 1eHb CynopoCHO-
CTH. Pe3ynbTaThl OLIEHKH TOJILIMHBI IMTHKA CBUHO-
MaTOK IpPECTaBICHBI B TA0M. 4.

Tabnuya 4
ToJIMHA IINMAKA B Pa3HBIX IPyNNax CBHHOMATOK Ha 30-ii JeHb CYyIOPOCHOCTH B TOYKE
HAaJl NOCJIeHUM pedpoM, MM
The thickness of the fat in different groups of sows on the 30th day of pregnancy
at the point above the last rib, mm
I'pynna n Mean SE SD Me Ql Q3 C,
bnarononyuynsie 34 14,1 0,517 3,02 13 12,9 16,0 21,3
YcnoBHO GnaromnorydHsie 63 16,2 0,512 4,06 16 13,2 18,0 25,2
Hebnaromony4nsie 56 16,2 0,495 3,70 16 13,0 18,6 22,9

Haumensien ToamuHoi mnuka Ha 30-i1 1eHb
CYIMOPOCHOCTHU XapaKTEePU30BAIUCH CBUHOMATKHU
rpynnsl 6jarononydssix — 14,1 MM, )KMBOTHBIE,
MOMNABIINE B TPYNIIHI YCIIOBHO OJIArOMOMYYHBIX U
HeOIaromoIyYHbIX, UMEJIH TOJIIUHY TITTHKa HaT

nocneaHuM pedpom 16,2 MM ITpH JOCTATOYHO BBICO-
KOl BenmmuuHe k03(puiimenTa Bapuauy B rpynmnax
(21,3, 25,2 u 22,9 cooTBeTcTBeHHO). O1ICHKA BIIH-
STHHSI TOJIIIMHBI KA MTPOBOAMIACH C TIOMOIIBIO
kpurepus Kpackena—Yosuca (tabm. 5).

Tabnuya 5

Me:krpynnoBbie CpaBHeHHs] CBHUHOMATOK 10 TOJIIIMHE MUK Ha 30-if AeHb CyNOpPOCHOCTH
Intergroup comparisons of sows by fat thickness on the 30th day of pregnancy

I'pynmna Z-CTaTUCTHKa p-3HaueHue
braronomny4Hbie — YCIIOBHO 0J1arornony4yHbie -2,58 0,0049*
BnaromonyuHsie — HeOIAromomyYHbIe -2,71 0,0033*
YcmoBHO 0NTaromnorydHbie — HeONaromoIyYHbIe -0,22 0,4126

[Tpu cpaBHEHUM TPy CBUHOMATOK OBLJIO yCTa-
HOBJIEHO, YTO IO TOJIIIMHE INTMKA B HAYaJIe CYIO-
POCHOCTH CBUHOMATKH T'PYIITBI OJIarOMOTyYHBIX
JOCTOBEPHO OTIIMYAIHUCH OT YCIOBHO OJIaronoayYHbIX
1 HeOIaronoayyHbIX, IPH 3TOM B CpelHEM Oaro-
MOJTyYHbIE CBUHOMATKH OBLITM MEHEE YIHUTaHBI, YeEM
’KUBOTHBIE BYX APYTHUX TPYyII.

Jljisl OLIEHKH COCTOSIHUS YIIUTAaHHOCTU CBUHO-
MAaTOK I10CJI€ NOACOCHOTO IEPUOAA IPOBOJUTCS U3-
MEpPEHHE TOJIIIMHBI IINHUKA IPU OThEME B 28 ITHEN.
Pesynbrarsl H3MepeHHs TONIIVHBI IMKA IPU OThEME
MpeICTaBIICHEI B Ta0I. 6.
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Tabruya 6
ToJMHA INKKA B Pa3HBIX I'PYNIAaX CBHHOMATOK Ha JIeHb 0TheMa (28-if 1eHb)
B TOYKe HAJl MOCJeHUM pedpoM, MM
The thickness of the fat in different groups of sows on the day of weaning (day 28)
at the point above the last rib, mm
I'pynma n Mean SE SD Me Ql Q3 C,
Bnaromonyunsie 34 13,8 0,746 3,17 13 9,92 15,0 24,7
YcmoBHO OIaromnoiryyHsie 63 14,6 0,680 3,36 14 12,7 16,0 25,1
Hebmnaromnosy4nsie 56 15,7 0,737 3,38 14 13,7 17,3 21,5

Bo Bcex rpymnmax uccieayemMpIX 5KUBOTHBIX TIPH
OThEME IIPOU3OILIO CHIYKEHUE TONIIUHBI IITHKA.
B rpynme 61aronoayyHsIX CBUHOMATOK TOJIIIMHA
mmuka coctaBuna 13,8 MM (-0,3 Mm), B Tpymme yc-
JIOBHO Onaronony4ssix — 14,6 (-1,6 mm), B rpymmne
Hebmaronony4Hsix 15,7 mm (-0,5). Takum oO6pazom,
HECMOTPS Ha CaMyI0 HU3KYIO YIIUTAaHHOCTh, OTMEYa-
eMyI0 y 01aronoyqHsIX CBUHOMATOK, B 3TOH TPyIIIe
MPOU30IIIa HAUMEHBINAs HOTEPS B TOJIIMHE IITTHKA
Ha MPOTSHKEHUH TIEPUO/IAa CYTTOPOCHOCTH H TIOACOCHO-

ro nepuona. MakcumaibHas oTepst yIUTAHHOCTU
ObLTa OTMEUYEHA B TPYIIIE YCIOBHO OJIArOMOTyYHBIX
JKHBOTHBIX.

Pe3ynbTaThl OLIEHKH pa3IWyuuid IO TOJIIUHE
HIMAKA MEXy TPYNIIaMH CBUHOMATOK IPEACTaB-
JieHsl B Ta0. 7. OOHApYy»XEHO JOCTOBEPHOE BIIUSHHUEC
OIICHKKW CBMHOMATOK Ha TOJHIMHY HIINTKUKa MEKIY
rpymnmnaMu OJ1aronoaydHbIX U HEOIaromnoryIHbIX
ceuHOMaToK (p = 0,0129).

Tabnuya 7

Me:xrpynnoBbie CpaBHEHHSI CBHHOMATOK 110 TOJIIIMHE IINUKA B IeHb 0TheMa (28-ii 1eHb)
Intergroup comparisons of sows by fat thickness on the day of weaning (day 28)

I'pynna Z-CTaTrucTuka p-3HaYEHUE
Bnaromony4Hsie — yCIOBHO 143 0.0760
Onarormony4JHeIe
Bbnaronony4Hbie — HEOIAromoayYHBIC -2,23 0,0129*
YcnoBHO OnaromnoirydHsie — HeOnaromo- 10,99 0.1591
Jy4YHBIE

Taxum oOpa3oM, oreHKa OJIaromoIydns CBU-
HOMATOK Ha y4acTKe OTopoca MOKa3bIBaeT Kak Ju-
HAMHKY U3MEHEHHsSI HEIOCPEICTBEHHO COCTOSIHUS
KHBOTHBIX, TaK U CBSI3b CYMMAapHO# OLIEHKH OJ1aro-
MOYYHSI C YITUTAHHOCTBIO, KOTOPast 10 ATOTO CUHU-
TaJlaCb OCHOBHBIM KPUTCPUEM B OLICHKE COCTOAHU
’KHBOTHBIX, TIPUILIEIINX C OOpoca. YcyryOieHue
COCTOSIHUS JKUBOTHBIX C TEYCHHEM BPEMEHH U BO3-
pactoM Tpebyer OoJiee NeTaIbHOTO U3YUCHUS IS
BBISIBJICHUS KaK HanOOJIee KPUTHYECKUX TOYEK OJa-
TOITOJIY4HA ) XKUBOTHBIX, TaK U OIIPCACICHUA MOMCHTA,
KOT/Ia CyMMapHasi OLleHKa OJIarormorydusi MOXKeT
CTaTh KPUTHYECKOH M BIHATH Ha COOCTBEHHYIO IIPO-
TYKTHBHOCTH CBUHOMATKH.

BbIBO/IbI

1. B xone ucciienoBanus Obliia onpejeiicHa
CyMMapHas OlleHKa 01aronoay4usi CBMHOMATOK Ha
y4acTKe O1opoca npu GUKCUPOBAHHOM COACPKAHUU
Y TMHAMUKA U3MEHEHUS TOJTU )KUBOTHBIX, KOTOPBIX

MOYKHO OBIJIO OBI OTHECTH K OJIATOTIOYYHBIM U yC-
J0BHO Onaronony4yabiM ¢ 24 44 % no 22 n 41% 3a
CUET MEepeMEIICHHS UX B TPYIITy HeOIaromnoryyHbIX.
Takske B TeueHHe nepuoja OT onopoca 10 noBTop-
HOM OLIEHKHU IIPOU30III0 HEKOTOPOE YBEINYEHUE
CYMMapHOH OIIEHKH HEOIaronoyqYHbIX CBUHOMATOK.

2. OnpenelieHbl JOCTOBEPHBIE Pa3INYUS B
YIUTAHHOCTH MEKIY ONaromnoiyqyHbIMU U YCIOBHO
071aronoIyYHbIMHU U HEOIAronoyYHbIMH CBUHOMAT-
kamu Ha 30-i1 neHp cynopocHocTH. [Ipu aTom, X014
6r1aronoy4Hble CBUHOMATKH OTJIMYAINCh HAaUMEHb-
IEH TOJIIMHOMN ILIUKA, B TEYEHUE CYITIOPOCHOCTH U
MIO/ICOCHOTO NIEPUOA, B ATOU TpyTIe OblIa OTMede-
Ha ¥ HaUMEHbILAs OTepsl YIUTAHHOCTU K OThbEMY
(-0,3 mm).
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