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NMPOAOYKTUBHICTD
KYPEU AE€EHYHOIO KPOCY

3a/1€)KHO Bif, iX YMCeNbHOCTI
B KniTkax 12-apycHux 6aTapen

AHoTauin. BeauduHa yepynyBaHHsA Kypeli € 0OHUM 3 KAKOYOBUX NOOPa3HUKIB, Ujo
BnauBae Ha 006pobym nmuyi. OcobauBo ye Ba)XnuBo 011 Kypel, AKi eBoAroYiliHO y
npupodHoMy cepedoBULi MEUWIKaOMb 3HAYHO MEHWUMU yepynyBaHHAMU, HiXK B yMOBax
nionpuemMcms 3 BUPO6HUYMBa Xxap4oBUX A€Ub. Asle KOHKpemHi napaMempu BeAU4UHU
YyepynyBaHHA Kypel 3a iXx ympumaHHs B Knimkax 6azamospycHux 6amapeii mpaduyitiHux
KOHcmpyKuyili, Bidomux sk "conventional cages” abo "battery cages” 3a MixkHapodHoto
Knacudpikayieto, He yHOpMOBaHO Hi BIMYU3HAHUMU, Hi iHO3eMHUMU HOpMamuBaMu.
BcmaHosneHo nuuwie ob6MexeHHs uj000 MiHiManbHOI KinbKocmi Kypel y 0dHill kKnimyi
6amapeli "nokpaujeHux" koHcmpykuyili ("modified enriched cages”, a6o "furnished
cages"). BoHa Mae 6ymu He meHwe 7 20i8. ToMy Memoro po6omu 610 docnidxeHHs
npodykmusHocmi ma efpekmusHocmi BUpo6HUYMBa Xap4OBUX AE€Yb 3a 36iNbUWEHHA
BeAUYUHU yepynyBaHHA Kypell y Knimkax 12-apycHux 6amapeii mpaduyitiHux
KOHCmpyKili Bid 9 do 93 2018 3a HOpMamuBHOI WjinbHOCMi ympumaHHs (3abe3nedeHHs
naowero). 4nA yb020 B yMOBax Cy4acHO20 KOMN/EKCY 3 BUPOGHUYMBa Xap40BUX AEYb
cpopmyBanu 4 apynu Kypell, KOXKHY 3 AKUX yMPUMYBanU B OKPEMOMY NMaWHUKY-
aHanozy 3a nnoujero 2915 M%, 061adHaHOMy 12-apycHUMU KaimKoBUMU Gamapeamu

"Big Dutchman", po3mip ma naouja KAiMoK B AKUX pi3HUAuUCa. BenuyuHa yepynysaHHs
Kypeli 1-i 2pynu cmaHoBuna 9 2on./knimka, 2-i epynu - 17 2on./knimka, 3-i 2pynu —

52 20n./knimka, 4-f 2pynu - 93 2on./Kknimka, winbHicme ympuMaHHA HeCy4OK ycix 2pyn —
22,6-23,120n./M? npu HOpMamMUuBHUX BUMO2aXx He Ginbuwe Hix 25 20n./M>.

BcmaHosneHo, wo 36inbWeHHA BeAUYUHU y2pynyBaHHA Kypell y Knimkax Bio 9

90 93 20118 cnpuse nidBuweHHto piBHsA 36epexkeHocmi (Ha 5,7%), Hecy4ocmi Ha
novyamkoBy Hecyuky (Ha 9,1%), o6cszis Bupo6Huymsa seysb (Ha 71,4%), y momy vucani

i3 po3paxyHKy Ha 1 M? nnowi nmawHuKa, pisHa peHmabenbHocmi ix BUpO6HUYMBa

Bi0 34,7 00 40,1% ma 3MeHweHHo cobiBapmocmi 8id 1,70 00 1,56 epH/wm.

Knto4yoBi cnoBa: nmaxiBHUYmBao, Kypu, NnpOOYKMUBHICMb, WALHICMb, yMPUMaHHS, BeAUYUHa

yepynyBaHHS, 36epexxeHicms, Hecyqicme, AGUS

AKTyanbHicTb. BennunmHa yrpynysaHHsA, abo KinbKicTb
Kypew y KAiTUi, € cOouiaNbHMM MOAPA3HMKOM ANnA iX opra-
Hi3MYy, OCKI/IbKM YMHUTb TUCK Ha OCHOBHiI CTPYKTYpPU MO3KY
(Croney and Newberry, 2007; Rozempolska-Ruciriska et al,
2023; Wan et al,, 2023). Lieit TUCK CnNpUYUHEHWi 34e6i/bwo-
rO KOHKYpeHL,i€to 3a KOpM, abo 3a 40CTYN A0 iHWNX pecypciB.

BapiaLii Be/MYMHM yrpynyBaHHA B MPUPOAHMX MOMyAALifxX
CaMOPEery/oloTbCA, OJHAK B YMOBaX NPOMMUCIOBOrO YTpU-
MaHHSA Kypen — BiACyTHi. HeCy4ku He MatloTb MOX/MBOCTI 3a-
JNLLATY KAITKY, B AKY MOCAPKEHI NIOAMHOIO, Ta 3MIHUTK OTO-
yytoye cepe/ioBuLLE, BHACAIAOK HOro YyTBOPIOKOTHCA MOCUAEHI
arpecuBHi B3aEMOJIi, AKI MOXYTb CNPUATK AeCMOTUYHIN MO-
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BeAiHLi OKpeMUX 0CO6MH LbOro yrpynyBsaHHsa (Bas Rodenburg
and Koene, 2019). OcTaHHi gocnigenns (Pizzariet al., 2019;
Rozempolska-Rucinska et al., 2023) cBigyats, WO couianbHa
noBeJiHKa NTULi He 0BMeXyeTbcA Nnile GOPMYBaHHAM i€-
papxii, BoHa HabaraTo 6i/bll NAacTUYHa Ta AVHaMIYHa, HidK
BBaXKas10CA paHile. Lia noBesiHKOBa MAaCTUYHICTb 403BOAE
NTULi 3MiHIOBaTK CTpaTerii Ta /ieriwe NpucTocoByBaTNCA A0
Pi3HUX TEXHOOrIYHMX (CcouianbHMX i Gi3NYHMX) YyMOB y Me-
ax 0bMexeHoro yrpynyBaHHs.

AHani3 octaHHix gocaifxeHb i nybaikauiin. 36inbweHHs
BENMYMHW YrpynyBaHHaA Kypei (6inbwe 10 ronis) 3a yTpu-
MaHHA B KNiTKax H6araTtospycHux 6aTapein AOCAIAHUKN aco-
LilOIOTb i3 3HMXKEHHAM PiBHA i 36epexeHOCTi Ta NPOAYKTUB-
HocTi (Hetland et al., 2004; Mace and Knight, 2022). Takox €
MOBIAOM/IEHHSA MPO Te, WO YTPUMaHHA Kypen cepefHiMu 3a
BE/IMYMHOIO YrpynyBaHHAMU (6/M3bko 30 rosiis) Moxe npo-
BOKYBATW Y HWX COLia/IbHUIA CTPeC, AKMI CYNPOBOKYIOTLCA
3HWKEHHAM NPOAYKTUBHOCTI, OCKIJIbKM PO3Mip TaKoi rpynu
3aHAATO Be/IMKUWA, Wob cknactu cTabinbHy iepapxito, ane
3aManunii 418 ToNepaHTHOI couianbHoi cuctemn (Guo et al.,
2012; Keeling et al., 2003).

BesmunHa yrpynyBaHHs Kypeli NpPOMUC/IOBOIO CTaja Npu
iX YTPUMaHHI B K/iTKax He per1aMeHTOBaHa BITYM3HAHUMU
HopMamu (BHTTT-ATK-04.05. Bidomyi HOpMU MexHOA02i4HO-
20 npoekmyBaHHSA. [lionpuemMcmaa nmaxisHuymsa), a 3rigHo
3 HopMaMmy €C Ma€e CTaHOBUTW He MeHLUe HiXK 7 roNiB, ane B
"36araveHunx” kniTkax, BigomMmx sk "modified enriched cages”,
a6o "furnished cages" BignoBigHO f0 MiXHapOAHOT Knacudi-
Kauii. LLlo cTocyeTbca baraToapycHux 6aTape TpaguLLiiHMX
KOHCTPYKLM, BigoMumx Ak "conventional cages”, abo "battery
cages", TO MiHiMa/bHa 4/ MaKCMMasbHa YUCE/bHICTb Kypeii
y iX K/AiTKax lie He pernameHToBaHa OyAb-AKMMUM HOPMaMM
4N peKoMeHAaLiAMU Yepe3 OpaK NepeKOHAMBUX eKcnepu-
MeHTaNbHUX JaHWX. BNAVB BEIMYMHM YrpynyBaHHA KypeW Ha
iX NPOAYKTMBHICTb 3@ YTPUMAHHA B K/iTKaX 3a OZHAKOBO
WinbHicTio (abo 3a6e3meyeHicTO NIOLLEK) AOCAIAKEHO Ha

@Cy,qacne

rpynax, YMCesbHICTb HECYYOK Y AKUX He mnepeBuuiyBana 10
ronis (Appleby,1998; Shimmura et al., 2009). B iHwnx go-
CNijax 3aCTOCOBAHO KAITKN Pi3HWUX KOHCTPYKUiM i BUPOGHU-
KiB, O YHEMOM/IMBIOE iX afeKBaTHe nopieHAHHA (Vits et al.,
2005). Y 3B'A3Ky 3 BMKOPWUCTAHHAM Haibisbl MOTYKHUMM
BITYM3HAHMMM NTaxoPpabpuKamMmn Ta KOMMieKcaMu 3 BUPO6-
HULTBA XapyoBUX f€lb 12-ApycHMX GaTapei TpaauLinHMUX
KOHCTPYKLi ANA YTPUMaHHA HeCy4oK, BUHUKAA HeobXiA-
HiCTb BU3HA4YeHHA X ONTMMa/IbHOT YNCENBHOCTI B K/ITKAX LMX
6aTapei npu 3abesnevyeHHi naowero BiAMNOBIAHO A0 BUMOT
BHTIM-AIMK-04.05.

MeTa po60oTy — AOCNIAUTU NPOAYKTUBHICTb Kypen seuy-
HOro Kpocy Ta edeKTUBHICTb BUPOOHMLTBA XapHoBKX AELLb
3a/1eXKHO Bif IX Y1CeNbHOCTI B KNiTKax 12-apycHux 6aTapeil.

Martepianu i MeToau pocnigeHs. JocnigxeHHsa npose-
[leHO Ha HecyyYKax NPOMUC/IOBOro CTaza A€YHOro Kpocy "Hy-
Line W-36" B yMOBax Cy4acHOro KOMMJ/IEKCY 3 BUPOGHMLITBA
xapuoBux felb (KuiBcbka 06.1.) 3a 4OTPUMaHHA npaswa €B-
POMEeNCbKOT KOHBEHLT MPo 3axucT xpebeTHux TBapuH (Ogi-
uitiHudi BicHuk €sponelicbkozo Coto3y L276/33, 2010).

BignosigHo go cxemu gocnigy (maéa. 1), 6yno chopmo-
BaHO 4 rpynu KypeMn, KOXHY 3 AKMX YTPUMYBa/M B OKPEMO-
My NTaWHUKY nioleto 2915 M2, 061aHaHOMY 12-ApyCHUMM
KNiTKOBUMK GaTapeamu Komnaii "Big Dutchman" (Himeu-
4nHa). Y NTaWHUKY, Ae YTPUMYBA/IM HeCy4OK 1-i rpynu, nio-
La KAiTOK, 3 AKUX CKNaganmca baTapei, ctaHoBuaa 3920 cm?
(0,392 m?). Mpu nocagui B HUX Mo 9 Kypeit, NoYaTKoBa 3a-
6e3neyveHicTb X nsouweto ctaHosuna 435,6 cM?/ron., wo
[OPIBHIOE WiNbHOCTI yTpUMaHHA 23 ros./M? Ta Bignosigae
BuMoram BHTI-AMK-04.05 (400-500 cM?/ron., abo 20-
25 ron./M?). 3a HOPMaATUBHOIO LWi/IbHICTIO (3a6e3meyeHicTio
MNAOLWet0), ane yrpynyBaHHAMW Pi3HOT BENMYMHM, MOCAA-
KEHO HeCy4oK I ycix iHwux rpyn. 36inblleHHA BeNNYUHN
YrpynyBaHHA AOCArasn 3a BUKOPUCTAHHA KAITOK 6inblumx
po3MipiB, WO 11 3a6e3Meynno yTpUMaHHA HeCY4OK yCix rpyn
3a O/IHAKOBOIO LWiNbHICTIO. 3abe3neyeHHs Kypew yCix rpyn

1. Cxema pocnify 3 BU3SHa4Y€HHS MPOAYKTUBHOCTI Kypen 3a71eXKHO

BiZ, BEZIMUMHM iX YyTPYITyBaHHS B KliTKax

Fpyna, WiNbHiCTb yTPUMaHHsA Kypeit

MokasHuk
1 (koHTpOAb) 2 3

Kypen y KniTui, ron. 9 17 52 93
KinbKiCTb KAITOK, TUC. WIT. 30,912 18,144 6,048 4,704
MocaakeHo Kype, TUC. FOA. 278,208 308,448 314,496 437,472
LLlinbHicTb Nocaaku, ron./m? 23,0 22,6 23,1 22,9
3abe3neyeHHA naoLeto, cM?/ron. 435,6 4415 433,0 436,0
XapaKTepuCTuKa KNiTOK:
— JIOBXMWHa, CM 70 120 360 362
— rnMbuHa, cM 56 62,55 62,55 112,0
- nsouwa, cM? 3920 7506 22518 40544
XapaKTepuCTVKa NTaLHWKIB:
— IOBXMHaA, M 110 110 110 110
— WWWPWHA, M 26,5 26,5 26,5 26,5
- naowa, M? 2915 2915 2915 2915
— BUCOTa, M 15,0 15,0 15,0 15,0
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¢$poHTOM rogisni, BignosigHo go sumor BHTI-AlMK-04.05,
CTaHOBWJIO He MeHLUe HiX 7 cM. Bogy BOHM CNOXWMBaAu i3 Hi-
nefbHUX HanyBa/IoK, BCTaHOBJ/IEHWX i3 po3paxyHKy 1 Hinesb
Ha 12 Hecy4oK.

YNpoaoB¥ AOCAIAY WOAHA BM3HAYaAN KiNbKiCTb fELb,
3HECEeHUX HeCy4YKaMu KoxHoi rpynu. LLlogHsa 3aivicHioBann i
06/1iK Kypei, wo Bubyau (Yepes magix i BU6paKyBaHHs) Ta
BU3HaYyann 36epexeHicTb norosis'a. [pynoBuin 061ik 3a3Ha-
YEHWUX Ta iHWMWX eKCNeprMeHTaNbHUX AaHWX 34iMCHIOBaAN 3a
3aranbHONPUIHATUMU GopMamm (Pyx MOroAiB'A y NTALIHWKY,
BasIOBWI 36ip AEL, Ki/IbKICTb CIOXUTOrO KOMBIKOPMY Ta iH.).

PesynbTatn gocnigxeHb Ta ix o6roeopeHHs. Haibisnb-
LIOK 33 MOYATKOBOK YMCE/IbHICTIO HECY4OK BUABMAACH YeT-
BepTa rpyna — noHag 437 tuc. ronis (ma6a. 2). BoHa nepe-
BepLUMAA TPEeTIO rpyny Mavxe Ha 123 TUC. ronis, Apyry — Ha
129 TnC. roniB, @ KOHTPOABHY — Ha NoHaA 159 Tuc. ronie. OTxe,
3aCTOCyBaHHA bGaTapel, WO CKN3AATbCA i3 KNITOK M/IOLE
noHag 4 M? (40544 cM?), NpuU3HaYeHux A1s YTPUMaHHSA Kypeit
yrpynyBaHHAMK no 93 ronis, 3abe3nedye 6Ginblw edekTMBHE
BMKOPWCTaHHA M/IOLi NTalHMKa, HXK 338 YTPUMaHHA yrpyny-
BaHHAMU MEHLUOI Ben4nHM — 52, 17 ta 9 ron./kniTka.

Kypu 4-i rpynn Manu HalBULWMIA piBeHb 36epexeHoCTi
(93,3%) Ta Hecy4oCTi Ha noyaTkoBy HecyuKy (193,1 wT./ron.).
3a 36epexeHicTio BoHM gocTosipHo (P<0,001) nepesepLuysa-
1 Hecy4oK 1- Ta 2-1 rpyn, AKUX YTPUMYBaM MEHLUUMU Yrpy-
nyBaHHAMUW — N0 9 Ta 17 ron./KAiTKa, a 3a HeCYYiCTIO — KypeW
ycix rpyn.

CaMe KisIbKiCTb Kypen y rpyni Ta iX HeCy4iCTb € BM3Ha-
Ya/IbHUMWU YMHHMKaAMU LWoA0 obcAriB Ta edeKTUBHOCTI BU-
pobHMLTBA fELb. TaK, Big 4-1 rpynu OTPUMaHO 3a 34 TUXKHI
pgocnigy Mamxe 84,5 M/H siewb, To6TO Hisiblie Ha 25,1 MAH WT.
(Ha 42,3%), Hix Big Kypei 3-1 rpynu, Ha 28,5 MAH wWT.

(Ha 50,9 %), Hi Big HeCy4oK 2-i rpynu Ta Ha 35,3 MJIH LWT.
(Ha 71,7%) — NOPIBHAHO 3 KOHTPO/IEM.

TakvM YMHOM, 3a MOCaAKM Kypei No 9 ronis y KAITKy
(y nTawHuky naoweto 2915 M2, o6nagHaHOMyY 12-ApycHUMU
KNITKOBUMU GaTapesmu) X NOYaATKOBe MOro/is's CTaHOBU/O
noHag 278 tuc. ronis. 3a 34 TMXHI NPOAYKTUBHOIO nepioay
Bif, HUX OTPMMaHO 49,2 M/IH A€Lb, OMTOBA peanisauinHa LiHa
AKUX cTaHoBKUAa 128,0 M/IH rpH, cobiBapTiCTb BUPOGHULTBA —
1,70 rpH/wWT., peHTabenbHictb — 34,7%.

3a yTpMMaHHs Kypei yrpynysaHHamu no 17 roaie (y aHa-
NOTIYHMI 33 NOWEI0 Ta K/AITKOBMM YCTaTKyBaHHAM MTaLl-
HUK) MocagKeHo noHag 308 Tuc. HeCy4okK. Big HUX OTprUMaHo
MaiKe 56 M/H aeub (6inble Ha 6,8 M/H wT., abo Ha 13,8%),
HDX Big Hecy4oK 1-i rpynu. BapTicTb 404aTKOBO OTPMMaHUX
XapyoBUX fELb CTAHOBUTb NoHag 17,7 MAH rpH, ix cobiap-
TicTb — 1,66 rpH./WT., peHTabebHiCTb BUpobHMLTBA — 36,3%.

3a 36i/blUeHHA Be/IMYUHW YrPYMyBaHHA Kypeit 3- rpynu
40 52 roniB oTpuMaHo 59,4 MAH seup, Hinblwe Ha 10,2 MAH WT.
(Ha 20,7%) BapTicTio 26,5 M/IH FPH, HiXX BiZ HECYHOK 1-i rpynu.
PiBeHb peHTabenbHOCTi X BMPOOHMLTBa cTaHOBMB 38,8%,
TO6TO 36inbLWMBCA Ha 4,1%.

Mopanblue 36iblEHHA BEANYMHM YrpyMyBaHHA Kypeii
40 93 roniB BUABMAOCH HalbiNbL €KOHOMIYHO BUFIAHUM Y
MOPIBHAHHI 3 iHWWMKW JOCAIAXEeHUMN BapiaHTamu. Big Ky-
peit uiei rpynu otpumaHo 84,5 MaH felb, TO6TO binblue Ha
35,3 M/H wr. (Ha 71,4%), Hix Big Hecy4ok 1-i rpynu. Bap-
TiCTb LMX JOAATKOBO OTPUMMAHWUX fAELb CTaHOBWMAA Maike
91,8 MAH rpH., cobiBapTiCTb iX BUPOOGHULTBA 3MeHLMAACH
40 1,56 rpH/wT. (Ha 8,2%), a piBeHb peHTabe/IbHOCTI 3pic 40
40,1%, To6TO MiaBUIMBCA Ha 5,4%.

OTpuMaHi AaHi y3roZXytTbCA 3 pe3y/nbTaTamu, npej-
CTaBAeHUMM B NiTepaTypHux mkepenax (Otte et al, 2027;

2. EQeKTUBHICTb BUPOOHMLITBA XapuOBUX SIE€Lb 3aJ1€)KHO Bif, LiIbHOCTI yTPMMaHHS HECY4OK

Fpyna, WiNbHiCTb yTPUMaHHsA Kypei

MokasHuk
1 (koHTpO/IbHA) p 3

Kype# y kniTui, ron. 7 52 93
Kypew y rpyni, Tuc. ron. 278,208 308,448 314,496 437,472
LLinbHICTb NOCagKM Kypew, ron./m? 23,0 22,6 23,1 22,9
3abe3neyeHHs NOLLEI KAITKN, CMZ/ron. 435,6 4415 433,0 436,0
Bnbyno Hecyyok, TUC. ron. 34,498 27,760 21,386 29,311
36epexeHicTb Kyper, % 87,6 91,0* 93,2* 93,3*
Hecy4icTb Ha NOYaTKOBY HECYYKY, LIT. 177,0+0,22 181,4+0,12* 188,9+0,19* 193,1+0,24*
OTp1MaHO f€Lb, M/H LWT. 49,242816 55,952467 59,408294 84,475843
— Y T. 4. i3 po3paxyHKy Ha 1 M? NTalWHWUKY, TUC. LUT. 16,893 19,195 20,380 28,980
JlofaTKOBO OTPMMAHO, M/IH LUT. 6,709651 10,165478 35,233027
— Y T. 4. i3 po3paxyHKy Ha 1 M? NTalWHWUKY, TUC. LUT. 2,302 3,487 12,087
OnepauiiHi BUTPATH, BCbOrO, M/IH FPH. 83,601504 92,688624 94,506048 131,460336
CobiBapTicTb BUPOOHMLTBA SELb, FPH/LUT. 1,70 1,66 1,59 1,56
Bupyuka Big peani3auii A€Lb, MJH IpH 128,031322 145,476415 154,461565 219,637192
YncTuii NpubyTOK, MAH FPH 44,429818 52,787791 59,955517 88,176856
O6cAr 404aTKOBO OTPUMAHOIO NpUBYTKY, M/H FPH - 8,357973 15,525699 43,747038
PeHTabenbHicTb, % 34,7 36,3 38,8 40,1

Mpumimka: * — P<0,007 (nopiBHAHO 3 1-10, KOHMPOILHOIO, 2PYNOID).
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Sarica et al., 2022; Wan et al,, 2023), B aKux onucaHe 3HW-
EeHHS MPOAYKTMBHOCTI Kypel 3a iX YTPUMaHHA Maiumu
rpynamu. BogHouac, 3ycTpidaoTecs nosigomaeHHs (Benyi et
al,, 2006; Guo et al,, 2012; El-Tahawy et al., 2017) npo Te, wo
edeKTMBHIWMM € YTPMMAHHA Kypen B YrpynyBaHHAX HeBse-
JMKMX PO3MipiB. TaKMM YMHOM, OMUCaHI B iTepaTypi AOCAI-
[KEHHA WOoA0 OMTUMA/IbHOrO PO3MIpY Fpynun AOCUTb HEOA-
HO3Ha4Hi, @ TAaKOX NPOBE/EH| B eKCMePVMEHTa/IbHMX YMOBaX,
WO YCKNAAHIOE eKCTPaNoOAALLIO pe3ynbTaTiB Ha MPOMUC/IOBI
YMOBM, e 0ZHOYACHO BUPOLLYIOTb COTHI TUCAY Kypei (Kiani,
2022).

OTe, BeNMYMHA YrpyMyBaHHA HECYHYOK AEYHOrO Kpocy
3a iX yTPUMaHHs B KNiTKax 12-ApycHux 6aTapelt € YNHHUKOM,
WO BN/IMBAE Ha iX 36epexeHicTb, HECYYiCTb, edEeKTUBHICTb
BUKOPWUCTaHHA HasBHMX Mol ob6cArn Ta eGpeKTUBHICTb BU-
pO6HMLTBA XapYOBUX fiELb. 36iNblUEHHA BEANYMHM Yrpyny-
BaHHA Big 9 ron./knitka go 17, 52 1a go 93 ronis y pasi ix
YTPUMaHH# y KAiTKax 3@ HOPMATHBHOIO LWLiNbHICTIO (He Binblue
Hix 25 ron./M?, abo 400 cM?/rosi.), 3abe3neyye B O4HAKOBUX
3a n/ioweto nTalwHmkax (2915 mM2) nocaigoeHe 3pocTaHHA 06-
cAriB Ta piBHA peHTabeNbHOCTi BUPOOHULITBA Xap4OBUX AELLb
Big 34,7 f0 40,1% 3i 3HMKeHHAM BOZHOYAC iX COBiBApTOCTI
Bi4 1,70 go 1,56 rpH/wr.

BUCHOBKMU

Y pasi yTpMMaHHA Kypei A€YHOro Kpocy B 12-ApyCHMX
HaTapesx 3a HOPMaTMBHOIO LWiNbHICTIO, a caMme: He bi/blue
HIX 25 ron./M? (abo 3a 3a6e3mneyeHHs NIOLLEI0 HE MEHLLE HiXK
400 cM?/ron.), 36iNbLUEHHSA BENVYMHM iX YTPYNyBaHHs B KAiT-
Kax Big 9 go 17, 52 Ta 93 ronis cnpusae NiABULLEHHIO PiBHA
36epexeHocTi (Ha 5,7%), HeCY4OCTi Ha NMOYATKOBY HECYuKY
(Ha 9,1%), obcsris BUpobHULTBA fAeUp (Ha 71,4%), y ToMy
4mncAi i3 po3paxyHKy Ha 1 M? nowWi NTaLWHKUKA, PiBHA peHTa-
6enbHOCTI iX BUPOOHMLTBA Big 34,7 40 40,1% Ta 3MeHLeHHIo
cobisapTocrTi Big 1,70 Ao 1,56 rpH/wr.

MepcnekTBM nopanbliMX AOCAIAMEHb MONAralTb Y
BMBYEHHI }i3ionoro-6ioxiMiyHMX 3MiH B OpraHismi Kypen 3a
BM/IMBY COLLiaNbHOrO NOAPAa3HMKY 3yMOB/IEHOIO 3MiHOM Be-
NVYMHW YrpynyBaHHA. B
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The productivity of egg-cross
chickens depends on them
numbers in cages of 12-tier
batteries

Abstract. The group size of hens is one of the key
stimuli that affects the welfare of the bird. This is
especially important for hens, which evolutionarily
live in much smaller groups in the natural
environment than in the conditions of enterprises
producing edible eggs. But the specific parameters
of hens group size for keeping them in cages of
multi-tiered batteries of traditional structures,
known as "conventional cages" or "battery cages”
according to the international classification, are not
regulated by either domestic or foreign standards.
There are only restrictions on the minimum number
of chickens in one cage of batteries of "improved"
designs ("modified enriched cages", or "furnished
cages"). It should be at least 7 birds. Therefore, the
purpose of the work was to study the productivity
and efficiency of the production of edible eggs by
increasing group size of hens in cages of 12-tier
batteries of traditional structures from 9 to 93 birds
at the standard stocking density (area provision).
For this, in the conditions of a modern complex

for the production of edible eggs, 4 groups of hens
were formed, each of which was kept in a separate
poultry house-similar in area (2915 m?), equipped
with 12-tier "Big Dutchman" cage batteries, the size
and area of which cages differed. The group size

of hens on 1st group was 9 birds/cage, 2 groups —

17 birds/cage, 3 groups — 52 birds/cage, 4 groups -
93 birds/cage, density of keeping hens of all

groups —22.6-23.1birds/m? with regulatory
requirements no more than 25 birds/m>.

It was established that an increase the group size
of hens in cages from 9 to 93 birds contributes to
an increase in the level of preservation (by 5.7%),
laying per initial laying hen (by 9.1%), the volume
of egg production (by 71.4%), in including based on
the calculation per 1m2 of the poultry house area,
the level of profitability of their production from
34.7% to 40.1% and the reduction of the cost price
from 1.70 to 1.56 UAH/egg.

Key words: hpoultry farming, chickens, productivity,
density, maintenance, group size, preservation, laying,
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